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New Case Filed-Felony George A Southworth 
Criminal Complaint - PC George A Southworth 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM) George A Southworth 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM: George A Southworth 
Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM: George A Southworth 
Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM: George A Southworth 
Order Appointing Public Defender 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM: George A Southworth 
Commitment On Bond - $500,000 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/13/2011 01 :32 PM: George A Southworth 
Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release 
Change Assigned Judge Frank P. Kotyk 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 05/27/2011 08:30 AM) Frank P. Kotyk 
Notice Pretrial Release Services 
Superceding Indictment 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing held on 05/27/2011 08:30 AM: 
Hearing Vacated 
Superceding Warrant Issued -Arrest Bond amount: 500000.00 
Defendant: Cardoza, Martin 
Change Assigned Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 05/19/2011 01 :30 PM) 
Warrant Returned Defendant: Cardoza, Martin 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/19/2011 01 :30 PM: 
Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) held on 05/19/2011 01 :30 PM: 
Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing Scheduled (Arm. - District Court 05/27/2011 09:00 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing/DC AR 
District Court.Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated:less than 100 pages 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court held on 05/27/2011 09:00 AM: 
Arraignment I First Appearance - STNW 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court held on 05/27/2011 09:00 AM: 
Appear & Plead Not Guilty 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 08/23/2011 01 :30 PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 09/27/2011 09:00 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing 
000001 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Court Clerks Magistrate 
(999) 
Frank P. Kotyk 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Dayo 0 Onanubosi 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Dayo 0 Onanubosi 
Dayo 0 Onanubosi 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
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Court Clerks District (998) 
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Motion for order to produce Grand Jury Transcript 
Notice of Substitution Of Counsel 
Request For Discovery 
Order To Produce GJ Transcripts 
PA-Request For Discovery 
PA-Response For Request For Discovery 
PA-Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
PAs First Supplemental Response and Objection to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Transcript Filed (Grand Jury) Renae J. Hoff 
Document sealed 
Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of Record And Notice Of Hearing 
(w/order) 
Affidavit 
Witness List- Exhibit List 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 08/23/2011 01 :30 PM: 
Continued Trafficking in Meth 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 08/23/2011 01 :30 PM: District Renae J. Hoff 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 08/26/2011 11 :00 AM) cont motion to Renae J. Hoff 
withdraw & PTC 
Pa's Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/26/2011 11 :00 AM: 
Hearing Held cont motion to withdraw & PTC 
Motion Granted - Motion to Withdraw (Tilley) 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Order of Withdrawal as Attorney of Record 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 09/15/2011 09:00 AM) 
Notice Of Appearance - Kathy Edwards 
Request For Discovery 
Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi 
Request For Discovery 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Pa's Response and objection to Request For Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 09/15/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held Check on status of atty 
Trafficking in Meth 
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Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 09/15/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 09/26/2011 01 :30 PM) Renae J. Hoff 
Trafficking in Meth 
Application For Detention Order Under Idaho Code 19-625 Renae J. Hoff 
Return To Order Renae J. Hoff 
PA's 1st Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 09/27/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Vacated --- RESET--
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 09/26/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 09/26/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Continued Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 09/26/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Notice Of Hearing Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 11/04/2011 09:00 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 12/06/2011 09:00 AM) 
PA's 2nd Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Notice of Intent rule 404(b), l.R.E Evidence 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Pa's Third Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 11/04/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
Continued Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 11/04/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 11/18/2011 09:00 AM) Renae J. Hoff 
Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 11/18/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
Continued Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 11/18/2011 09:00 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 12/05/2011 01 :30 PM) 
Motion to transfer evidence 
Order to transfer Evidence 
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Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
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Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 12/05/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 12/05/2011 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 12/06/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Held 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 12/06/2011 09:00 AM: Jury 
Trial Started 
Found Guilty After Trial 
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: more than 500 
pages (both days total) 
Verdict Form 
Jury Instructions 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 03/19/2012 01 :30 PM) 
Notice Change of Atty Address 
Motion to withdraw as attorney and notice of hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 01/27/2012 10:30 AM) motion to 
withdraw as attorney 
Affidavit in support of motion to withdraw as attorney for defendant 
Order for withdrawal of atty/Edwards 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 01/27/2012 10:30 AM: 
Hearing Held motion to withdraw as attorney 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 01/27/2012 10:30 AM: 
Motion Granted motion to withdraw as attorney 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 01/27/2012 10:30 AM: 
Order Appointing Public Defender motion to withdraw as attorney 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 01/27/2012 10:30 AM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 03/19/2012 01:30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held Trafficking in Meth 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 03/19/2012 01:30 PM: District Renae J. Hoff 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 03/19/2012 01 :30 PM: Final Renae J. Hoff 
Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered Trafficking in Meth 
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Sentenced To Fine And Incarceration 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action 
Judge 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Restitution Ordered 100.00 victim# 1 Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Scheduled (Restitution Hearing 05/04/2012 09:00 AM) Ruling re: Renae J. Hoff 
Prosecution costs 
Motion To Reconsider Sentence Pursuant To Idaho Criminal Rule 35 
Notice of appeal 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Motion for appointment of state appellate public defender (w/order) 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Objection To Rule 35 Motion and Request for Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Memorandum In Support Of Restitution For Costs Of Prosecution On Drug Renae J. Hoff 
Distribution Charge 
Judgment & Commitment Renae J. Hoff 
Order for appointment of state appellate public defender Renae J. Hoff 
Motion for reducation of sentence ( Pro Se) Renae J. Hoff 
Objection To Rule 35 Motion And Request Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Order for Appointment of Counsel/Public Defender/45 days for amended Renae J. Hoff 
motion 
Restitution Ordered 6413.99 victim# 2 Renae J. Hoff 
Amended Notice of Appeal Renae J. Hoff 
Amended Notice of Appeal Renae J. Hoff 
Defendant's Objection to State's Request for restitution for prosecution Renae J. Hoff 
costs 
Hearing Scheduled (Restitution Hearing 05/24/2012 01 :30 PM) Ruling re: Renae J. Hoff 
Prosecution costs 
Amended Notice of Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Scheduled (Restitution Hearing 06/18/2012 01 :30 PM) Ruling re: Renae J. Hoff 
Prosecution costs 
Amended Notice of Hearing Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing result for Restitution Hearing scheduled on 06/18/2012 01:30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Hearing Held Ruling re: Prosecution costs 
Hearing result for Restitution Hearing scheduled on 06/18/2012 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
Motion Denied Ruling re: Prosecution costs 
Hearing result for Restitution Hearing scheduled on 06/18/2012 01 :30 PM: Renae J. Hoff 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Carole Bull 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Order on contested restitution 
Notice of Appeal (by the State) 
Order Denying Criminal Rule 35 
000005 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
Renae J. Hoff 
• 1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 3RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
* * * * * 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 





STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
COUNTY OF CANYON, ss. 







* * * * * 
I, James Christensen, the undersigned, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am a peace officer employed by the Idaho State Police. 
2. The Defendant was arrested on May 12, 2011 at 10:22 a.m. for 
the crime(s) of: 
37-2732 Trafficking in Controlled Substance (Methamphetamine) 
3. The crime(s) occurred in the county of Canyon. 
4. How was the Defendant identified? 
Verbally and Mexican ID 
5. The Crime(s) was/were committed in my presence. [X]YES [ ]NO 
6. I believe that there is probable cause to believe the defendant committed such crime(s) 
because of the following facts. (NOTE: You must state the source of all information 
provided below. State what you observed and what you learned from someone else, 
identifying that person): 
PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
PAGE 1OF3 
ORIGINAL 
On May 06, 2011 I spoke with a CI regarding a controlled purchase of methamphetamine from a 
person the CI knew as El Primo. The CI stated El Primo lived in San Jose, California and 
delivered methamphetamine to the Canyon County, Idaho area. The CI stated el Primo was 
willing to sell multiple pounds of methamphetamine to the CI. The CI also stated El Primo was 
supposed to return to the Canyon County area, from California, on /or about May 08, 2011. The 
CI also stated El Primo always worked with another man, known as Juan LNU (last 
name unknown) prior to meeting the CI. The CI also stated El Primo had Juan selling 
methamphetamine and gathering drug money for him. 
I had the CI place a telephone call to El Primo and change the date to meet to May 10, 2011. 
Primo who stated he would arrive in Idaho by Friday, May 13, 2011 instead. 
On May 11, 2011 I had the CI contact El Primo. El Primo texted the CI he would be here on 
May 12, 2011 and would meet the CI by 5:00 p.m. I had the CI attempt to contact El Primo to 
change the time of the meeting to the morning hours of May 12, 2011. El Primo did not reply to 
the CI. 
On May 12, 2011 I met with the CI and had the CI text El Primo. El Primo replied to the test 
and agreed to meet the CI at Karcher Mall, In Nampa, Canyon County, Idaho, by 10:00 a.m. At 
approximately 10: 12 a.m. surveillance officers watched as El Primo arrived at Karcher mall in a 
green GMC Yukon. He arrived with another man, driving a small red car. When El Primo 
parked, so did the man in the red car. El Primo changed locations in the parking lot and the man 
in the red car moved to an area to watch El Primo. 
At approximately 10:21 a.m. El Primo called to say he was at Karcher Mall and ready to meet 
the CI. Detectives then placed El Primo under arrest and detained the man in the red car. El 
Primo verbally identified himself as Martin Cardoza. 
Detectives located a clear plastic zip-lock bag, containing suspected methamphetamine, under a 
portion of newspaper on the passenger side floor board of the GMC. Sergeant Robert Boone 
tested the suspected methamphetamine with a NIK test kit. It showed a presumptive positive 
result for methamphetamine. I weighed the suspected methamphetamine and it showed a weight 
of 431.1 grams. 
When I spoke with Martin Cardoza he told me where he was from (California), and that he had 
come to spend time with his brother, Juan Cardoza (the person the CI had informed us about). 
Cardoza did not want to say anything more than who he was, where he came from and where he 
lived. 
I spoke to the man in the red car. He identified himself as Trinidad Cardoza and stated he was 
related to the person we had arrested. Trinidad Cardoza stated he was asked, by his nephew, 
Martin Cardoza, to come to the mall and watch out for him during the meeting with the CI. 




PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT 
PAGE2 OF 3 
Detectives contacted Juan LNU and determined his name is Juan Cardoza. Juan Cardoza 
admitted being the brother to Trinidad Cardoza and the uncle to Martin Cardoza. Juan also 
stated he had recently moved to Nyssa, Oregon. He allowed detectives look at the contents of 
his telephone. Detectives located text messages consistent with the messages the CI had with 
Martin Cardoza. Juan Cardoza was also arrested and charged with Trafficking in 
Methamphetamine. 
I contacted the Detectives of the High Desert Task Force in Oregon. Those Detectives located 
Martin Cardoza's California plated pickup parked at Juan and Trinidad Cardoza's new residence, 
located at 1720 Park Avenue #28 in Nyssa, Oregon. They requested/received and served a 
search warrant on the residence. The Detectives located approximately one and one-half pound 
of methamphetamine during the search of Juan and Trinidad Cardoza' s residence. 
Dated this 12TH day fMay, 2011. 
Affiant 
000008 
dlt F I A.~ k~ 9-M. 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR MAY 1 3 2011 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
~DEPUTY 1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 




CASE NO. CR2011- /3c5l.J/.p 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
for the crimes of: 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
AID AND ABET TRAFFICKING IN 
METHAMPHET AMINE AND/OR 
AMPHETAMINE 
DOB:- Felony, I.C. 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
SS 
County of Canyon ) 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this \ ") day of May, 2011, 
----~-&,~~~·.~.,. T'~"-~X~~~'!t/ ___ , of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, 
who being duly sworn, complains and says: 




2011, in the County of Canyon, State of Id~wingly aid, abet, assist, facilitate or 
encourage another to possess or deliver fou'J" 400) grams or more of methamphetamine and/or 
amphetamine, a controlled substance, or of any mixture or substance containing a detectable 
amount of methamphetamine and/or amphetamine. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204 and 
against the power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Complainant ---=:::::::. __ 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this j J day of May, 2011. 
COMPLAINT 2 
000010 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
0 ARRAIGNMENT 0 IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
Martin Cardoza 




0 Defendant's Attorney 0 
) Case No. CR-11-13216*C 
Plaintiff ) 
) Date: May 13, 2011 
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: Southworth 
) 
) Recording: Mag 7 (233-241) 
) 
0 Prosecutor Kimberlee Bratcher 
0 Interpreter Estella Zamora 
0 FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered: 
D bench warrant issued D bail on warrant $ 
D bail forfeited D referred to PA 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
0 was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
0 requested court appointed counsel. 
0 lndigency hearing held. 
0 Court appointed public defender. 
D Arraignment continued to 
D to consult I retain counsel, D other 
D waived right to counsel. 
D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
before Judge 
[g]PRELIMINARY HEARING: 
0 Preliminary Hearing set 
D District Court Arraignment: 
Statutory time waived: OYes 0No 
May 27, 2011 at 8:30 a.m. 
D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge Kotyk 
BAIL: State recommends 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
0 Address Verified 
before Judge 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
0 Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
0 Bail set at $500,000 
D Consolidated with 
0 Corrected Address --
OTHER: The Court ordered the defendant to report to pre trial release if bond was posted. 
~~Clerk 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 0712009 
00001.1. 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO/or 
rr~. c,}, V\ (j, cdo<A 









case No. {)a_ I /-/,3?2:/ It' r-C 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
~-----------------) 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appearing to 
be a proper case, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby is, appointed for 
l?f TH~TTEI) IS SEC FOR Pl e 111}\,I ~ tkz f1'!!!J 
, 5/_?-?fLL a f-8 ~J~ before Judge ___ -'-t_6;;;;,_lz:J.:.+-· _L~· _. 
0 THEMATTERSHALLBESETFOR __________________ ___ 
Dated: ,J:./.J:.~ 
beforj2e,Ju1J?ff. ~. 
Signed: _ __, ..... _"'f+-.... /A ............. _ ~~-------------
/ Judge 
D In Custody -- Bond$ ________ _ 
0 Released: 0 O.R. 
D on bond previously posted 
0 to PreTrial Release 
Juvenile: 0 In Custody 
0 Released to 
---------------~ 
0 No Contact Order entered. 
0 Cases consolidated. 
0 Discovery provided by State. 
~ Interpreter required. 
0 Additional charge of FT A. 
Original--Court File Yellow--Public Defender 





THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No.~- J /- / 3:;1 lb <..i 
ORDER FOR 
vs. ) 
_m_~.;:.._1-h..:....;...D..___._....._Q~0<.._._cc ....... l-=-0u:t~', __ .; 
Defendant ) 
D Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
~Release on Own Recognizance 
~ Commitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
0 Defendant is Ordered released 
0 On own recognizance 0 Placed on probation D Case dismissed 
~ Bond having been set in the sum of $ SeJ4 t24{J 
D Bond having been D increased D reduced to the sum of $ ______ _ 
jtl Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard 
reporting conditions: 
Comply with a curfew designated by the court or standard curfew set by ttJ 







Not consume or possess alcoholic beverages. 
Submit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial 
Services. 
Not to operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
Abide by any No Contact Order. 
Submit to D GPS D Alcohol monitoring as directed by the court. 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or 
requirements of reiease as ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of 
release and return to the custody of the Sti~tz;~ 








~-., ·~/ . 
· .. FiLg()Q 
___ ._r ~· .. M. ) . L P.M. 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR MAY i 8 2011 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Z.b?EPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
DOB:-
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216 
SUPERCEDING 
INDICTMENT 
for the crime of: 
AID AND ABET TRAFFICKING IN 
METHAMPHET AMINE AND/OR 
AMPHETAMINE 
Felony, I.C. Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA is accused by the Grand Jury of Canyon County of 
the crime of AID AND ABET TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHET AMINE AND/OR 
AMPHETAMINE, a felony, Idaho Code Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204, committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, Martin Cardenas Cardoza, on or about the 12th day of May, 
2011, in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did knowingly aid, abet, assist, facilitate or 
encourage another to possess or deliver four ( 400) grams or more of methamphetamine and/or 
amphetamine, a controlled substance, or of any mixture or substance containing a detectable 
amount of methamphetamine and/or amphetamine. 
INDICTMENT 
AH of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204 and 
against the power, peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
A TRUE BILL 
Presented in Open Court this _/ff! day of _ _,_.fJP--J-n'li,,.,,(},._...'\ ______ , 20 Jj_. 








CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
~L£9M 
MAY 1 9 2011 1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-73 91 CANYON cq_l.(NTY CLERK 
;2:)~) DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2011-13216 
SUPER CEDING 
WARRANT OF ARREST 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, OR POLICEMAN 
IN THE ST A TE OF IDAHO: 
AN INDICTMENT having been found on the Ji day of m.c~~ , 
2011, in the District Court of the Third Judicial District, in and for the County J Canyon, State 
ofldaho, charging MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA with the crime of AID AND ABET 
TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHETAMINE AND/OR AMPHETAMINE, a felony, Idaho Code 
Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204; 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED to immediately arrest the Defendant above 
named and to bring him before the District Court in the County of Canyon, or in case of my 
absence or inability to act before the nearest or most accessible District Judge in Canyon County. 
WARRANT OF ARREST 
000016 
May be served: 
Daytime only 




NO CONT ACT ORDER 
[ ] If checked, Defendant is not to be released on bond until the following No Contact Order is 
served on, or signed by, the Defendant: 
As a condition of Bond, YOU, THE DEFENDANT IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED 
CASE, ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO HA VE NO CONT ACT DIRECTLY OR 
INDIRECTLY WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM(S): 
You shall not harass, follow, contact, attempt to contact, communicate with in any form, 
or knowingly remain within 300 feet of the alleged victim(s) or his/her property, residence, work 
or school. 
THIS ORDER WILL EXPIRE AT 11 :59 ON THE DAY OF 
______ , 20 __ , OR UPON DISMISSAL OF THE CASE. 
VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER MAY BE PROSECUTED AS A SEP ARA TE CRIME 
UNDER Idaho Code section 18-920 for which no bail will be set until you appear before a judge 
and is subject to a penalty of up to one ( 1) year in jail or up to a one thousand dollar ($1,000) 
fine, or both. 
THIS ORDER CAN BE MODIFIED ONLY BY A JUDGE AND WHEN MORE THAN 
ONE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROTECTION ORDER (Title 39, Chapter 62 ofidaho Code) IS 
IN PLACE THE MOST RESTRICTIVE PROVISION WILL CONTROL ANY CONFLICTING 
TERMS OF ANY OTHER CIVIL OR CRIMINAL PROTECTION ORDER. 
The clerk shall immediately give written notification to the records department of the 
Canyon County Sheriff's Office of the issuance of this order. THIS INFORMATION ON THIS 
ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This order is entered pursuant to Idaho Code section 18-
920, and Idaho Criminal Rule 46.2 (for felonies) or Idaho Misdemeanor Criminal Rule 13 (for 
misdemeanors). 
WARRANT OF ARREST 2 
000017 
RACE: HAM HAIR: Black EYES: Brown 
t-----~-------+--~----~~----+-~ 
HEIGHT: 5'09" WEIGHT: 190 DOB 
SS#: CR#: AGENCY: ISP 
Officer: Badge #: 
Last Known address: , Modesto, California 95358; Canyon County Detention 
Center 
NCICENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide --
-- Surrounding States 




RETURN OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that I served the foregoing Warrant by arresting the above named Defendant 
and bringing into Court his ___ day of _________ , 20 __ 
WARRANT OF ARREST 3 
0000:18 
Deputy Sheriff/City Policeman/ 
State Policeman 
RACE; HAM HAIR: Black EYES: Brown 
rf=fE=l~G=H-T-:5-'0-9-,,~~~--+--W-E-IG-~H-·-r:-1-90---~~...,_,.D_O_B~: 
SS#: CR#: AGENCY: ISP 
Officer: Badge#: 
Last Known address: 1620 Imperial, Modesto, California 95358; Canyon County Detention 
Center 
NCICENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
__ Statewide 
--·· Surrounding States 





RETURN OF SERVICE 
I CERTIFY that I served the foregoing WmTant by arresting the above named Defendant 
and bringing into Court his ___ day of _____ _ ,20 __ . 
WARRANT OF ARREST 3 
000019 
Deputy Sherifi/City Policeman/ 
State Policeman 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
~ ARRAIGNMENT l8J IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
MARTIN CARDOZA 




D Defendant's Attorney D 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2011-13216*C 
Date: MAY 19, 2011 
Judge: DAYO 0. ONANUBOSI 
Recording: MAG? 152-154 
l8J Prosecutor Gearld Wolff 
l8J Interpreter Karen Kandrin 
l8l was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
l8J District Court Arraignment set for May 27, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. before Judge Hoff. 
BAIL: 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
D Address Verified 
OTHER: 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
000020 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
l8l Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
l8l Bail as set at $500,000.00 
D Consolidated with 
D Corrected Address --
07/2009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: MAY 27, 2011 











CASE NO: CR-2011-13216*C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
DCRT3 941-944 
This having been the time heretofore set for District Court Arraignment in the 
above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld Wolff, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present 
with counsel, Mr. Lance Fuisting. Ms. Maria Escobedo, Certified Court Interpreter was 
present to assist the defendant. 
The Court determined the defendant's true name was charged and advised the 
defendant that a Superseding Indictment had been filed charging him with the felony 
offense of Aid/Abet Trafficking in Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, which 
carried a mandatory minimum penalty of ten (10) years imprisonment and a $25,000.00 
fine and a maximum possible penalty of life imprisonment and a $100,000.00 fine. 
COURT MINUTE 
MAY 27, 2011 
Page 1 
000021. 
Further, upon a second conviction being entered for the same offense, the penalties 
would double. 
The Court determined the defendant understood the charges and the maximum 
possible penalties. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Fuisting waived formal reading of the 
Superseding Indictment and indicated the defendant would enter a plea of not guilty 
and demand speedy trial. Further, Mr. Fuisting noted for the record that this matter 
along with the two co-defendants would be screened for conflict and Mr. Tilley would 
likely be substituting in on this matter. 
The Court set this matter for a pretrial conference on August 23, 2011 at 1 :30 
p.m. before Judge Hoff and jury trial to commence September 27, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. for two (2) days before Judge Hoff. 
The Court instructed the defendant to make all court appearances in the event 
bond was posted. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 






MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys for Defendant 
F I ____ -A,. 
MAY 31 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M BUSH, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR- 2011-13216-C 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND WRY TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW, the above named defendant, Martin Cardoza, by and through his attorney of 
record, Lance Fuisting, Canyon County Public Defender, and moves this honorable Court for an Order to 
produce the record of the Grand Jury Proceedings leading to an Indictment of the above named defendant 
in this matter on May 18, 2011. 
THIS MOTION is made pursuant to the provisions ofldaho Rules of Criminals Procedures 6(b), 
69c0 and 6(e). 
Dated this -J.iday of May, 2011. 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 
LU 
Lance Fuisting 
Attorney for the Defendant 
1 
000023 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that, on the "5 bf day of May, 2011. I served a true and correct copy of the within and 
foregoing document upon the following: 
+By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) indicated below. 
Theresa Randall 
Transcript Clerk 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon Country Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 000024 
[J ORIGINAL 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
. Attorneys for Defendant 
F L E D 
__ _.A.M. ~1~4S P.M. 
JUN 0 3 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
ORDER TO PRODUCE GRAND JURY 
TRANSCRIPTS 
The above named defendant having filed a Motion for an Order to produce the record of 
the Grand Jury proceeding leading to the Indictment of the above named defendant which was 
held on may 18, 2011, and good cause appearing therefore; 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER that a transcript of the Grand 
Jury proceedings held on May 18, 2011, be prepared within forty-two (42) days of the date of 
this order. A jury trial is set on this matter on September 27, 2011. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that: 
1. Upon receipt of the transcripts, the Court Clerk will lodge and certify delivery of one 
copy to the Prosecuting Attorney. The Prosecuting Attorney shall have five (5) 




working days to review the transcript and file any objection the Court will review the 
transcript in Camera and make any necessary deletions. Such record will be sealed 
for review by an appellate court. 
2. In the absence of an objection by the Prosecuting Attorney to the completed transcript 
within the five (5) working days, the Court Clerk is to file a copy with the Court and 
certify delivery of a copy of the transcript to the defendant's attorney. 
3. The transcript shall be furnished to defendant's attorney as soon as possible, but it 
shall be furnished no later than ten (10) days before trial. 
4. The above named defendant is represented by the Canyon County Public Defender 
and said transcript is to be provided at the expense of the County. 
5. All copies of the Grand Jury Transcript are to be returned to the Clerk for sealing. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that all such transcripts of Grand Jury testimony are to be 
used exclusively by the said attorneys in preparation for the defense of said case. None of the 
material may be copied or disclosed to any person other than the attorneys, their deputies, 
assistants, associates or witnesses, without specific authorization by the Court. Counsel may 
discuss the contents of the transcript with their client or witnesses; buy may not release the 
transcripts themselves. 
,JUN 0 3 2011 
Dated this _ day of , 2011. ----




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 3 day of qiJ.Ad _ , 2011 I served a true and correct copy of 
the within and foregoing document upon t e following: by hand delivering copies of the same to 
the office(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defenders 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Theresa Randall 
Transcript Clerk 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 




Clerk of the Court 
By: \_6. ~ 
Deputy Clerk 
000027 
Robert P. Tilley 
Tilley Law Office, PLLC 
8 Sixth Street North, Suite 103 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Phone: (208) 461-8100 
Fax: (208) 461-8900 
rpt@tilleylawoffice.com 
Attorney for Defendant 
F I L E D 
&b~ .. A.M. P.M. 
AUG 1 0 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
El HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 













CASE NO. CR 2011-13216 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD 
AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW, Robert P. Tilley, Defendant's Attorney of Record in the above-entitled 
case now pending before this Honorable Court, and requests an Order permitting him to 
withdraw as said Attorney of Record. 
THIS MOTION is based on the attached affidavit of Robert P. Tilley. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant will bring on for hearing the 
above Motion before Judge Hoff in the above-entitled Court on the 23rd day of August, 2011, at 
the hour of 1 :30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. 
Dated this __ Cj __ day of August, 2011,..... __ _ 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY 
I 
Robert P. Tilley 
Attorney at Law 
- l -000028 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: I hereby certify that I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing to the following persons: 
Martin Cardoza 
cl o Canyon County Jail 
219 N lih Ave 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[i U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 
liJ U.S. Mail 
[N Hand delivered-court basket 
[ ] Facsimile 
Dated this _Y __ day of August, 2011. 







Robert P. Tilley 
Tilley Law Office, PLLC 
8 Sixth Street N., Suite 103 
Nampa, ID 83687 
(208) 461-8100 
(208) 461-8900 fax 
Attorney for Defendant 
~~'.LED 
~.M. P.M. 
AUG 1 D 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
D HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
State of Idaho ) 
) SS. 













CASE NO. CR 2011-13216 
AFFIDAVIT 
The affiant being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says, 
1. That I am the Attorney of Record for the Defendant in the above-entitled matter. 
2. That the Defendant and I entered into an agreement whereby I would provide legal 
representation in the above-entitled matter and whereby the Defendant would pay for said 
legal services. 
3. That the Defendant has not fulfilled completely his part of the bargain. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORi'\/EY - I -
000030 
4. That for the above and foregoing reasons, the attorney-client relationship has deteriorated 
to the point that it is not in the best interest of either party to continue in the relationship. 
Dated this _:j__ day of August, 2011. 
TILLEY LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this C\ day of August, 2011 . 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
............. ,, 
!It..,; ctNDY ,y '11~ ' '<t ............. ;:.f."~~ ~~ 0 ~ 
j / NO 1' "11> ··~~ary Public for Idaho 
i . l .<J '•, J.. !Reiiding at: C .. QJ~~ 
i\~ \. v lJ LI .c l M./ Commission expires: ·::s \9-"\ d'D\(.Q 
·7.,..• •• -.,~ .. .. ( ..... 
~<;- ········o ~ "#t,, OF' ID h \\ .... ~ .. ~ ,,,,,.,,. ... , .. , .. 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY 
-
2 -000031. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: August 23, 2011 










CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
DCRT3 (2:25-2:27) 
This having been the time heretofore set for pretrial conference and motion to 
withdraw in the above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. 
Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was 
personally present with counsel, Mr. Robert P. Tilley. Ms. Maria Escobedo, Certified 
Court Interpreter, was present to assist the defendant in this matter. 
The Court noted this was the time set for pretrial conference and Mr. Tilley's 
motion to withdraw. 
Mr. Tilley advised the Court that he stood by the motion and the Affidavit in 
support, however, in speaking with the defendant he would like to continue to represent 




Court hold onto the order until this Friday to allow him to discuss this situation with the 
family in California who were taking care of the financial aspect of his representation. 
The Court continued this matter until August 26, 2011 at 11 :00 a.m. for motion 
to withdraw and pretrial conference. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: August 26, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 11 :00 A.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (11:01-11:07) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion to withdraw in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, 
Mr. Robert Tilley. Ms. Maria Escobedo, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to 
assist the defendant in this matter. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held, noted this matter was continued so 
Mr. Tilley could confer with the defendant's family members about the pending motion to 
withdraw. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Tilley indicated he had not had any contact 
with the family, but he did hear from a local attorney who was working on representing 
the defendant. That attorney was not lined up as of yet, but it was his understanding 
COURT MINUTE 
August 26, 2011 Page 1 
000034 
) 
the attorney would likely be retained and Mr. Tilley requested the Court grant his motion 
to withdraw. 
Mr. vVolff advised the Court that the State would object to the motion unless the 
defendant waived speedy trial. 
The Court indicated it had the same concerns with regards to speedy trial issues. 
After a brief discussion with his client, Mr. Tilley indicated he explained speedy 
trial to the defendant, advised him that a new attorney would need more than a month to 
prepare for trial and he understood he needed to waive speedy trial and that it would be 
beneficial to him. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he was willing to 
waive speedy trial at this time. 
The Court granted the motion allowing Mr. Tilley to withdraw, noted the trial date 
would remain as set at this point and set this matter for status conference September 
15, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. to see if the defendant was able to retain new counsel and they 
could discuss resetting of the trial that time as well. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
August 26, 2011 Page 2 
000035 
Deputy Clerk 
Robert P. Tilley 
Tilley Law Office, PLLC 
8 Sixth Street North, Suite 103 
Nampa, ID 83687 
(208) 461-8100 
(208) 461-8900 fax 
Attorney for Defendant 
~~al A,~_E __ 9.M. 
AUG 2 6 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
Magistrate Division 











CASE NO. CR 2011-13216 
VS. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
ORDER OF WITHDRAW AL AS 
ATTORNEY OF RECORD 
Defendant. 
) 
Upon Motion of Defendant's counsel, and good cause appearing therefore; 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and this does HEREBY ORDER that 
the Motion to Withdraw as Attorney of Record is GRANTED. 
ORDER 
DATED THIS __ day of August, 2011. 
- 1 -
000036 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served true and correct copies of the foregoing document upon the 
following: 
ORDER 
Robert P. Tilley 
Tilley Law Office, PLLC 
8 Sixth St. N., Suite 103 
Nampa, ID 83687 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Martin Cardoza 
c/o Canyon County Jail 
219N 12th Ave 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Dated this d-{p day of August, 2011. 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[~and delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ Y1fand delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 
[~. S. Mail 
[ ] Hand delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: September 15, 2011 











CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
DCRT3 (9:40-9:43) 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Ms. Eleonora Somoza, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present 
with counsel, Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. Maria Escobedo, Certified Court Interpreter, was 
present to assist the defendant. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held and made inquiry as to the status of 
this case. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court that she had not yet received all discovery, she 
was hoping Mr. Tilley would be able to provide her with the disks he received and 
requested the Court maintain the current trial setting at this point. 
COURT MINUTE 
September 15, 2011 Page 1 
000038 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Somoza indicated the State had no 
objection to a continued status conference being set. 
The Court continued this matter until September 26, 2011 at 1 :30 p.m. for 
status conference at which, if the matter was going to be proceeding to trial, time both 
sides would be expected to furnish the Court with the names and addresses of the 
witnesses they intended to call at trial, a list of exhibits and any proposed jury 
instructions. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
September 15, 2011 Page 2 
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BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
F I I eT D 
_ ___,A.if.. ~'{; P.M. 
SEP f 9 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
i HATFfELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
Martin Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID10126327, DOB:-; 
Juan Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID90017965, DOB:-; and 
Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID00221932, DOB:-
APPLICATION FOR DETENTION 
ORDER UNDER IDAHO CODE §19-625 
COMES NOW, Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the Canyon County 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office, pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 19-625, and moves the above entitled 
Court for entry of an Order permitting Detective James Christensen or a law enforcement designee, of the 
Idaho State Police, or any law enforcement agency operating at the direction of the Idaho State Police, to 
obtain evidence of identifying physical characteristics to-wit: fingerprints (including palm prints, sides of 
palms, fingertips and fully rolled fingers withjoints) of Martin Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID10126327, 
DOB:-, 5'09", 190 LBS, Black Hair, Brown Eyes; Juan Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID90017965, 
DOB:-', 5'08", 170 LBS, Black Hair, Brown Eyes; and Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas SID# 
ID00221932, DOB:-,, 5'06'', 170 LBS, Black Hair, Brown Eyes, said evidence is to be 
obtained at the Canyon County Jail, Caldwell, Idaho and this application is made and based upon a 
written affidavit of Detective James Christensen of the Idaho State Police. 
Dated this _ day of September, ~~ 1 l • 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorne 
APPLICATION FOR DETENTION ORDER UNDER IDAHO CODE § 19-625 - I -
ORIGINAl 
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BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
Martin Cardoza-Cardenas 
·SID# ID10126327, DOB:-; 
Juan Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID90017965, DOB:-; and 
Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID00221932, DOB:-
ST ATE OF IDAHO ) 
SS 
County of Canyon ) 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A 
WARRANT OF DETENTION 
Detective James Christensen, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That he is a duly appointed, qualified and acting peace officer within Canyon 
County, State of Idaho, and that: 
(A) There is reasonable grounds to believe that Martin Cardoza-Cardenas SID# 
ID10126327, Juan Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID90017965, and Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas 
SID# ID00221932 committed the described offense of Trafficking Metharnphetamine; 
Idaho code 37-2732B(4)(C), as follows: 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A DETENTION ORDER - I - ORIGINAL 
000041. 
Between May 05, 2011 and May 12, 2011 I met with a confidential informant 
(hereafter referred to as CI). The CI told me of a man, known only as El Primo. The CI 
related the following information about El Primo: 
a. The CI had met El Primo, through one of his family members, over a year ago. 
b. El Primo lived in San Jose, California, but traveled to Idaho on a weekly basis to 
deliver methamphetamine. 
c. El Primo delivered methamphetamine to people in Nampa, Caldwell, Boise, and 
Mountain Home. The most methamphetamine the CI saw El Primo bring to Idaho was 
twenty pounds. Most of the methamphetamine was distributed in Canyon County, but 
five pounds went to Mountain Home. 
d. When El Primo is in Idaho he always meets with a man, known to the CI as Juan LNU 
(last name unknown). El Primo will meet with Juan before meeting with anyone else. 
When the CI meets with El Primo, Juan is almost always present during the meeting. 
e. Juan is a construction worker who lives somewhere in Nampa. He always drives a 
white dodge pickup, with a gray stripe on it. The pickup has a rack in the back, for 
carrying construction equipment. 
f. El Primo drives different vehicles, when in Idaho. The vehicles have Canyon County 
or Ada County license plates. El Primo does this to help conceal the fact he is from 
California. The last vehicle the CI saw El Primo drive was a green GMC Yukon. 
g. The CI assisted El Primo by introducing him to people who wanted to purchase 
methamphetamine. The CI would be paid several hundred dollars for each deal the CI 
facilitated with El Primo. El Primo wanted the CI to get involved with actually selling 
the methamphetamine, not just setting up deals. 
h. When the CI knew of someone who needed methamphetamine, the CI would contact 
El Primo at telephone number . If El Primo was gone, the CI would call 
Juan at telephone number . Juan usually had methamphetamine and the CI 
thinks Juan stored it at his house, for El Primo. 
I. El Primo was planning on returning to the Nampa/Caldwell area on May 08, 2011. 
I asked if El Primo would deliver methamphetamine to the CL The CI said since 
El Primo wanted the CI to start selling methamphetamine, El Primo would probably bring 
a pound or more to the CL Over several days I directed the CI to place recorded 
telephone calls to El Primo to telephone numbers and 
AFF!DA VIT FOR A DETENT!ON ORDER - 2 -
000042 
On May 12, 2011, I directed the CI to call El Primo and, if contact was made, set 
a meeting to take place at approximately 10:00 a.m. The CI called me back to say El 
Primo would meet at Karcher Mall, located at 1509 Caldwell Blvd., Nampa, Idaho, at 
10:00 a.m. 
At approximately 9:07 a.m., I/A Johnson and I met the CI at a pre-arranged 
location. The CI informed us El Primo would be driving a green GMC Yukon. The CI 
also stated El Primo would arrive in the parking lot of Karcher Mall and call the CI to say 
he was there. I/ A Johnson and I took the CI to an area near Karcher Mall. 
At approximately 9:32 a.m., I had the CI attempt to call and text El Primo, to see 
where he was. El Primo did not respond. At approximately 9:57 a.m., the CI texted El 
Primo on telephone number 209-450-0108. El Primo texted back, saying he was 10 
minutes away from Karcher Mall. At approximately 10: 11 a.m., the CI pointed at a green 
GMC Yukon driving around the west side of the Karcher Mall and said it was El Primo. 
Detectives conducting surveillance were notified of the green Yukon. The GMC Yukon 
had Idaho license plate number 2/C CR405 and is registered to J. Trinidad CARDOZA 
and Norma ROMERO at , Nampa, Idaho. Detectives saw it was 
being followed by a small red Mazda 323 with Idaho license plate #2/C F A860, 
registered to Sabino Silva at in Caldwell, Idaho. Detectives watched the 
Yukon park near a white trailer and yellow truck. The red Mazda parked near the Yukon, 
facing it. The driver of the Mazda got out of his vehicle and raised the hood. He then got 
back into his car. After a few minutes, the green Yukon moved to an area near the south 
end of the parking lot of Karcher Mall. The Mazda then moved to an area near the 
Yukon, again facing it. 
At approximately 10: 17 a.m., the CI texted El Primo to see if he was in the 
parking lot. The CI then called El Primo. El Primo stated he was in the parking lot, but 
then the Cl's telephone died. El Primo called the CI from a different number and told the 
CI he was there but did not like the area he had stopped in. He informed the Cl he had 
moved to a different area. I then directed detectives to arrest El Primo. Detectives 
Bobby Goff, Josh Green and Tim Hopkins placed El Primo under arrest. Lieutenant 
Catlin, Sergeant Boone and Detective White placed the driver of the Mazda under arrest. 
I then allowed the CI to leave. I also had the detectives watching Juan LNU, arrest him. 
He identified himself as Juan CARDOZA. (See report by Detective Cortez) 
After El Primo was arrested, I spoke with him. El Primo informed me his name is 
Martin CARDOZA and he was born in Nuevo Italia, Michoacan, Mexico. He also 
informed me he is currently living in Modesto, California. CARDOZA stated he was in 
Nampa to visit with his brother, Juan CARDOZA. 
While I was speaking with CARDOZA, detectives searched the vehicle. Idaho 
State Police Captain Clark Rollins located a clear plastic zip-lock bag, containing 
suspected methamphetamine, on the passenger side floor board in the front of the Yukon. 
The zip-lock bag had been covered with a portion of a news paper. Lieutenant Catlin 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A DETENTION ORDER - 3 -
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located 2 cellular telephones on the front seat of the Yukon. When I asked CARDOZA 
about the methamphetamine in the front floor of his vehicle he told me I could take it. 
However, CARDOZA no longer wanted to talk to me. 
I then spoke with the man in the Mazda. The man informed me his name is 
Trinidad CARDOZA. He also informed me he was at Karcher Mall to watch after his 
nephew, Martin CARDOZA. When I asked ifhe knew about the methamphetamine in 
Martin CARDOZA'S vehicle, Trinidad CARDOZA no longer wanted to speak with me. 
Sergeant Boone tested the suspected methamphetamine with a NIK test kit. The 
test gave a presumptive positive result for methamphetamine. 
Idaho State Police Detective Deshan Cabaong was able to learn Juan CARDOZA 
was living at in Nyssa, Oregon. Sergeant Brad Williams, of the 
Malheur County Sheriffs office in Vale, Oregon, was contacted He agreed to check on 
the residence Juan CARDOZA was supposed to be living in. Oregon officers checked on 
the address at in Nyssa, Oregon and located a white ford pickup in the 
drive way. The pickup had California license plate number 5E12127 on it and was 
registered to Martin CARDOZA at in Modesto, 
California. Martin CARDOZA is the same man who had delivered the pound of 
methamphetamine to Karcher Mall. Based on the information of our arrest, and 
information Sergeant Williams obtained, he was granted a search warrant for the 
residence and vehicle. 
Oregon officers served the search warrant and discovered 570 grams of 
methamphetamine in the glove compartment and passenger side airbag of the white Ford 
pickup. They also located approximately eight hundred dollars ($800.00), various items 
of indicia, and several telephones inside the residence. Sergeant Williams maintained 
custody of all items seized from the vehicle and residence. 
I took the methamphetamine and items seized from Martin and Trinidad 
CARDOZA, at Karcher Mall, and the items removed from Juan CARDOZA, to the Idaho 
State Police Office in Meridian, Idaho. On May 13, 2011, I/A Johnson, Corporal Neth, 
and I packaged all evidence in accordance with Idaho State Police Policy. On May 25, 
2011 the methamphetamine, and the packaging material, was taken to the Idaho State 
Police Forensic Laboratory. While testing for fingerprints, on the packaging material, 
one latent print was located. However, the Forensic Laboratory did not have sufficient 
known fingerprint exemplars to determine if the fingerprint located belonged to Martin 
Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID10126327, Juan Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID90017965, or 
Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID00221932. 
(B) Procurement of evidence of identifying physical characteristics of Martin 
Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID10126327, Juan Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID90017965, and 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A DETENTION ORDER -4-
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Trinidad Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID0022 l 932 may contribute to the identification of the 
person who committed the above-described offense. 
(C) A adequate and sufficient exemplar sample of the three defendant's 
fingerprints (including palm prints, sides of palms, fingertips and fully rolled fingers with 
joints)(both inked and digital exemplars) are not available for examination and 
comparison at this time to the investigating officer. Those exemplars are necessary to 
complete the require analysis for identifiable physical characteristics to determine who 
the one identifiable latent fingerprint from the packaging material belongs to. 




Idaho State Police 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this _!j_ day ofJ~ , 20//. 
~~J~1d_g_e~~~~~~~ 
AFFIDAVIT FOR A DETENTION ORDER - 5 -
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BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-73 91 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 





Upon the Application of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's office, and its 
supporting oral Affidavit, and good cause appearing therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, AND THIS DOES ORDER that the alleged criminal 
offense of Trafficking in Methamphetarnine, in violation of Idaho Code Section 3 7-
2732B(a)(4)(C), which is the subject of the State's Application is a felony in the State of Idaho; 
that the specific types of identifying physical characteristics evidence sought is, to-wit: 
fingerprints (including palm prints, sides of palms, fingertips and fully rolled fingers with 
joints)(both inked and digital exemplars)from the above listed Defendant. 
Said identifying physical characteristics are relevant to the criminal investigation 
being conducted by Detective Jim Christensen of the Idaho State Police in that said evidence can 
DETENTION ORDER - I - ORlGlNAl 
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be compared with evidence currently possessed by said officer to determine whether Defendant 
has committed the above mentioned crime .. 
That Martin Cardoza-Cardenas SID# ID10126327, DOB-, 
is the individual who may be detained for the purposes of obtaining the above specified 
evidence. 
That Detective Jim Christensen of the Idaho State Police, or other appropriate law 
enforcement authorities shall effectuate the detention of said individual and obtain the above 
described evidence of identifying physical characteristics from the individual. 
That the obtaining of the above specified evidence of identifying physical characteristics 
shall take place at the hour of d~ 0 cJ ~.m. on the / 5+~y of September, 2011 and said 
individual may not be detained for a period of more than three (3) hours for the purpose of taking 
said evidence. 
That said individual, Martin Cardenas-Cardoza, is under no legal obligation to submit to 
any interrogation or to make any statements during the period of the appearance unless sound-of-
voice identification is required. 
That this Order will be executed at the time and date above specified which does not 
exceed ten (10) days from the date of this Order. That this order shall be returned to the Court 
not later than fifteen (15) days from this date, accompanied by a sworn statement indicating how 
and when the evidence was taken and the type of evidence taken, if any. 





BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
CANYON COUNTY Ot..ERK 
i HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF A WARRANT OF DETENTION FOR 
DEFENDANT: Martin Cardoza-Cardenas 
S.I.D. : #ID10126327 
DOB: 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
SS. 
County of Canyon ) 
CR201 l-13216 
RETURN TO ORDER 
Detective James Christensen, Idaho State Police, after being first duly sworn on 
oath, deposes and says: 
On September 13, 2011, at or about the hour of 3:00 p.m., pursuant to an Order 
issued by Judge Robert M. Taisey, Officers Bret Kessinger and Dave Cortez of the Idaho 
State Police, at the Canyon County Jail, 12th and Belmont, Caldwell, Idaho, did obtain 
fingerprint and palmprint exemplars from the above named Defendant. 
DA TED this 19th day of September, 2011. 
JdfL 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO Before me this -1!1_ lfay of S.: rT , 20.!J. 
000048 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: SEPTEMBER 26, 2011 






MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA,) 
) 
Defendant. ) ________ ) 
COURT MINUTE 
CASE NO: CR-2011-0013216*C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M 
REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
DCRT 3 (149-151) 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Ms. Eleonora Somoza and Mr. Gearld 
Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was not 
personally present in court, but was represented by counsel, Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. 
Maria Escobedo, Sworn and Certified Court Interpreter was present to assist the 
defendant. 
The Court noted the case, parties present, noting the matter had been scheduled 
to commence trial on the following date, however noted its discussions with counsel in 
chambers at which time it had been indicated the discovery process had been ongoing, 
therefore a continuance would potentially be sought. 
000049 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court of counsel's discussions with Mr. Wolff 
concerning fingerprint exemplars which had been sent to the State lab which would be 
key evidence in this case, therefore noted counsel had agreed to request a joint 
continuance so as to allow completion of the report and permit discussions concerning 
the same with the defendant. 
Mr. Wolff concurred, presented statements regarding the same and jointly 
requested a continuance of the pre-trial and jury trial. 
The Court set the matter for pre-trial conference on November 4, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. before this Court with jury trial to commence on December 6, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. for two (2) days before this Court and directed the clerk to send notification 
of the hearing dates in writing. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he understood the 
proceedings this date together with the basis of the continuance. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 




, L 0/t\'n 
~.M.~· 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
OCl \ 4 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K GORDILLO, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
Martin Cardenas Cardoza 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216 
NOTICE OF INTENT 
RULE 404(b), I.RE. 
EVIDENCE 
TO: Martin Cardenas Cardoza, the above named Defendant; and Kathy J. Edwards, attorney 
for Defendant; and Defendant's agents: 
COMES NOW, Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of 
Canyon, State ofldaho, pursuant to Rule 404(b), I.R.E. and notifies the Defendant in the above-
entitled action of the State's intent to use other crimes, wrongs or acts. 
The particulars are contained in the previous Response to Request for Discovery and are 
set out in general form as follows: 
NOTICE OF INTENT 




1. The State will produce the testimony of the Confidential Informant used herein, as 
contained on pages 33- 56 of the Grand Jury transcript, to show the on-going business 
relationship between the Confidential Informant and Martin Cardenas Cardoza and Juan 
Cardenas Cardoza as it pertains to the practices and methods used by the co-defendants to 
distribute and traffick in Methamphetamine, the methods of using various vehicles, 
meeting, storage and distribution locations and the use of other individuals as 
security /counter-surveillance during the distribution of methamphetamine as part of the 
common scheme or plan of action of the defendants, and to show knowledge and intent in 
the present case. 
2. The State will produce evidence as part of the common scheme or plan as detailed by 
Oregon Detective Brad Williams, as detailed on pages 58-64 of the Grand Jury transcript 
and pages 67-88, concerning the interstate transportation and storage of 
methamphetamine by the co-defendants, the use of various locations and vehicles as part 
of the activities of the co-defendants and the possession of other quantities of 
methamphetamine as part of the interrelationship and joint activities of the codefendants 
as evidence of intent, knowledge and common scheme as it relates to the possession and 
efforts to distribute the methamphetamine seized as evidence herein. 
DATED This / 1 day of October, 2011. 
NOTICE OF INTENT 
RULE 404(b ), I.R.E. 
EVIDENCE 2 
000052 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ) </ day of October, 2011, I caused a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing instrume~t td be served upon the attorney for the 
defendant by the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Kathy J. Edwards 
1004 7th Street S. 
Nampa, ID 83651 
FAX: (208) 465-4798 
NOTICE OF INTENT 
RULE 404(b), I.R.E. 
EVIDENCE 3 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
(X) Placed in Court Basket 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) E-Mail 
000053 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: November 4, 2011 










CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
DCRT3 (9:14-9:17) 
This having been the time heretofore set for pretrial conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, 
Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. Delia Gonzalez Munson, Certified Court Interpreter, was 
present to assist the defendant in this matter. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held and asked how the parties intended 
to proceed. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court that this morning the State extended an offer that 
the defendant needed to consider and requested the Court continue the pretrial 
conference. 
COURT MINUTE 
November 4, 2011 Pa~00054 
The Court continued this matter until November 18, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. for 
pretrial conference. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
November 4, 2011 Page 2 
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DeputyClerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: November 18, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (10:21-10:24) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, 
Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. Maria Escobedo, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to 
assist the defendant in this matter. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held and asked about this status of this 
case. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court that the State extended an offer, she wanted to 
meet with the Prosecuting Attorney one more time to make sure they had all of the 
evidence before she went through it with the defendant and made a decision. 
COURT MINUTE 
November 18, 2011 Page 1 
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Mr. Wolff advised the Court that the State had disclosed everything it had and he 
needed an answer by 5:00 p.m. on Monday. The State was prepared for trial. Mr. Wolff 
advised the Court there was one additional matter to address, the evidence in the case 
was currently in possession of the clerk's office under case CR2011-13213*C and 
asked if the Court needed a written motion to transfer that to this case for trial, or could 
it be done on the record. 
The Court indicated an order would be necessary. 
The Court set this matter for status conference on December 5, 2011 at 1 :30 
p.m. at which time both sides would be expected to furnish the Court with the names 
and addresses of the witnesses they intended to call at trial, a list of exhibits and any 
proposed jury instructions. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
November 18, 2011 Page 2 
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Deputy Clerk 
\ E D . ' .. J.M. 
dlt 
NOV 2 9 2011 
BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLeAK 
K GORDILLO, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO TRANSFER EVIDENCE 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, GEARLD L. WOLFF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the 
County of Canyon, State of Idaho, who moves the Court for an Order directing the Canyon 
County Clerk of the Court to transfer all evidence admitted during trial in State v. Juan Cardenas 
Cardoza, CR2011-13213 during the jury trial therein to the Clerk for use at trial herein on 
December 5-6, 2011. 
MOTION TO TRANSFER EVIDENCE 1 
GEARLD L. WOLFF 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
000058 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on or about this ~ day of November, 2011, 
I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrurner:to be served upon the attorney for 
the defendant by the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Kathy J. Edwards 
1004 7th Street S. 
Nampa, ID 83651 
FAX: (208) 465-4798 
MOTION TO TRANSFER EVIDENCE 2 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
(X) Placed in Court Basket 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) E-Mail 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
000059 
dlt _lOOE D P.M. 
BRYANF. TAYLOR 
ns:c 'D -t 2011 CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M BUSH, DEPUTY 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
CASE NO. CR2011-13216 
Plaintiff, 
ORDER TO TRANSFER EVIDENCE 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
A Motion to Transfer Evidence having been filed in the above entitled matter and 
good cause appearing therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that all evidence admitted during 
trial in State v. Juan Cardenas Cardoza, CR2011-13213 during the jury trial therein to the Clerk 
for use at trial herein on December 5-6, 2011. 
DATED this DEC 0 1 1Urt day of Novembe:t=;-2011. 
ORDER TO TRANSFER EVIDENCE 1 
000060 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: December 5, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (4:31-4:48) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for the status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by counsel, Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, 
Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. Susan Evans, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to assist 
the defendant in this matter. 
The Court noted this matter was scheduled for jury trial tomorrow on the charge of 
Aid and Abet Trafficking in Methamphetamine and in answer to the Court's inquiry, the 
defendant indicated his attorney spoke with him about all of the evidence the State 
intended to present at trial tomorrow. The Court advised the defendant that due to the 
amount of methamphetamine that was alleged, if convicted at trial the Court would be 
required to send him to prison for no less than ten (10) years and could send him to prison 
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for life. Additionally, the Court would be required to impose a fine of no less than 
$25,000.00 and could impose up to $100,000.00 
The defendant indicated he understood the possible penalties. 
The Court noted it understood the State had made an offer to reduce the charge to 
reflect a smaller amount of methamphetamine and that would carry a mandatory minimum 
of five (5) years in prison rather than ten (10) years in prison. Additionally, there would be 
an agreement that the Oregon charges that were pending against him would be dismissed 
and the Federal Government would not file additional charges based on this evidence. 
The Court advised the defendant it was not suggesting what he should do, he had the 
absolute right to proceed with jury trial tomorrow, but the Court wanted to make sure he 
understood there was another option. 
The defendant indicated he understood. 
The defendant requested he be permitted to ask his attorney a question and the 
Court recessed at 4:35 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:47 p.m. 
The Court understood the defendant had discussed this matter with his attorney and 
was prepared to proceed to trial tomorrow. The Court reminded the defendant if he was 
convicted the Court would have to sentence him to no less than ten (10) years in prison 
and impose a fine of no less than $25,000.00. Additionally, the Court could impose a life 
sentence and could impose up to $100,000.00. 
The defendant indicated he understood. 
COURT MINUTE 





The Court noted due to Ms. Edwards's schedule, they would begin trial at 9:30 a.m. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: December 6, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 AM. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:34:4:44) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for trial to a jury in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by counsel, Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorneys for Canyon County and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Ms. Kathy 
Edwards. Ms. Susan Evans, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to assist the defendant 
in this matter. 
The Court convened at 9: 19 a.m. outside the presence of the jury. 
The Court noted it had caused to be delivered to each of counsel a custom jury 
seating chart and reviewed that chart with each of counsel. Additionally, the Court had 
caused to be delivered to each of counsel proposed opening instructions #1 through #8 and 
in answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they had no objection to the 
same. The Court further determined counsel had no objection to the Court reading opening 
instructions after the jury had been empanelled. 
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The Court noted there were a 404(b) issues, the Court had reviewed the Grand Jury 
Transcript, the motion of the State and the appropriate case law. The Court was still 
finishing up on that issue and Ordered that at this point that there be no reference to any 
evidence regarding the State of Oregon during jury selection. The Court would hear 
argument on the issue before starting with the evidence and would make a ruling. 
Ms. Edwards requested that the State not make any reference to the Confidential 
Informant during jury selection as that was part of their argument. 
Mr. Wolff advised the Court that the State did not intend to bring any of that up during 
the course of voir dire. 
The Court recessed at 9:38 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 9:50 a.m. with all parties present. The proposed jury panel 
was present in the charge of the Bailiff. 
The Court introduced Court staff, Mr. Wolff, Ms. Edwards, the interpreter and the 
defendant to the prospective jurors. The Court advised the prospective jurors of the charge 
that was involved in this case and process involved in picking a jury. 
The prospective jury panel was sworn voir dire by the clerk. 
Upon instruction of the Court, the roll of the jury was called by the clerk, with all being 
present except those previously excused by the Jury Commissioner. 
The clerk drew thirty six (36) juror numbers, one at a time, and the following 









































The Court examined the prospective jury as a whole and advised the jury panel of the 
potential witnesses in this case. Juror #491 was examined individually by the Court, and there 
being no objection, was excused by the Court for cause. Juror #446 was called and examined 
by the Court. The Court continued to examine the prospective jury as a whole. Juror #413 was 
examined individually by the Court, was examined by each of counsel, and there being no 
objection, was excused by the Court for cause. Juror #354 was called and examined by the 
Court. The Court continued to examine the prospective jury as a whole. Juror #415 was 
examined individually by the Court, and there being no objection, was excused by the Court for 
cause. Juror #360 was called and examined by the Court. The Court continued to examine the 
prospective jury as a whole 
Mr. Wolff examined the prospective jurors voir dire as a whole. 
The Court admonished the jury regarding their conduct and recessed at 11 :04 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :15 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
Ms. Edwards examined the prospective jurors voir dire as a whole. 
Mr. Wolff examined the prospective jurors voir dire individually. 
Ms. Edwards examined the prospective jurors voir dire individually. 
The Court instructed counsel to exercise their peremptory challenges, the State using a 
red pen and the defendant using a black pen. 
Each of counsel exercised eleven peremptory challenges. 
The jury was removed from the courtroom at 12:26 p.m. 
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The Court noted the following peremptory challenges had been made. State's: #430, 
#448, #459, #483, #401, #434, #339, #461, #340, 398 and #450. Defendants: #358, #436, 
#387, #383, #456, #480, #417, #441, #362, #493 and #446. 
The jury was returned into the courtroom at 12:32 p.m. 
The Court instructed the following jurors who were chosen to try this case to take the 
appropriate seat in the jury box: #424, #366, #379, #354, #363, #346, #470, #360, #371, #466, 
#382, #345, #350 and #462. 
The Court excused those jurors whose number had not been called and instructed them 
to report back to the Jury Commissioner. 
The jury was sworn by the clerk to well and truly try the matter at issue at 12:36 p.m. 
The Court gave opening instructions to the jury and under the direction of the Court, the 
clerk read the Superseding Indictment to the jury and stated the defendant's plea. 
The Court admonished the jury regarding their conduct during the recess and the jury 
was excused from these proceedings at 12:56 a.m. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court advised counsel it would take up the 404(b) 
motion at 2: 15 p.m. and recessed for the lunch hour at 12:57 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 2:13 p.m. with all parties present. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court advised counsel it would hear argument in 
relation to the 404(b) notice filed by the State. 
Mr. Wolff presented argument to the Court in support of the motion. 
Ms. Edwards responded with argument in opposition to the motion. 
Mr. Wolff responded with further argument in support. 
The Court announced Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and concluded the 
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evidence would come in. 
The Court recessed at 2:47 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 2:50 p.m. with aii parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
Mr. Wolff presented an opening statement. 
Ms. Edwards presented an opening statement. 
The State first witness, JIM CHRISTENSEN, was called, sworn by the clerk and direct-
examined. State's exhibit #27 was identified by the witness as a photograph of an aerial view of 
the Karcher Mall area in Nampa, Idaho. State's exhibit #1 was identified as crystal 
methamphetamine. State's exhibit #3 was identified as an LPG cell phone. State's exhibit #12 
was identified as a photograph of Trinidad Cardoza. State's exhibit #13 was identified as a 
photograph of Juan Cardoza. State's exhibit #14 was identified as a photograph of the front of 
a white Ford truck. State's exhibit #16 was identified as a photograph of the rear of a white Ford 
truck. State's exhibit #17 and #18 were each identified as photographs of separate packages of 
methamphetamine in a glove compartment. State's exhibit #15 was identified as a vehicle 
registration for a white Ford truck. State's exhibits #8 was identified as two(2) ziplock bags. Mr. 
Wolff moved for admission of State's exhibits #3, #8, #12, #13, #14, #15, #16, #17 and #18. 
Ms. Edwards examined the witness in aid of objection with regards to exhibit #15, 
entered an objection to admission of that exhibit and presented argument in support of the 
objection. With regards to exhibit #8, Ms. Edwards indicated the defense did not object as being 
the baggies that were found, but objected to the fingerprints being part of the foundation for that 
admission. 
The Court Ordered exhibits #3, #8, #12, #13, #14, #16, #17 and #18 admitted into 
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evidence and denied admission of exhibit #15. 
Direct examination continued, Mr. Wolff renewed the motion to admit exhibit #15, Ms. 
Edwards objected on the same basis, the Court overruled the objection and exhibit #i 5 was 
Ordered admitted. 
The Court recessed at 3:48 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:06 p.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
Direct-examination continued. The witness was cross-examined, re-direct- examined 
and re-cross examined. 
The State's second witness, JOSE TAPIA JR., was called, sworn by the clerk, direct-
examined, cross-examined and re-direct examined. 
The Court admonished the jury regarding their conduct and recessed for the day at 4:44 
p.m. 
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Deput~lerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: December 7, 2011 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (9:00-4: 17) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for the second day of a trial to a jury in the 
above entitled matter, the State was represented by counsel, Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorneys for Canyon County and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, 
Ms. Kathy Edwards. Ms. Susan Evans, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to assist the 
defendant in this matter. 
The Court convened at 9:01 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
The State's third witness, KENNETH WHITE, was called, sworn by the clerk, direct-
examined and cross-examined. 
The State's fourth witness, JACK CATLIN, was called, sworn by the clerk, direct-
examined and cross-examined. 
The State's fifth witness, CLARK ROLLINS, was called, sworn by the clerk, direct-
COURT MINUTE 




examined and cross-examined. 
The State's sixth witness, ROBERT BOONE, was called, sworn by the clerk and direct-
examined. 
The Court recessed at 9:37 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 10:03 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
The State's seventh witness, TIMOTHY HOPKINS, was called, sworn by the clerk, direct-
examined and cross-examined. 
The State's eighth witness, JESS STENNETT, was called, sworn by the clerk and direct-
examined. State's exhibit #5 was identified as a Sprint Cell phone, was offered and there being 
no objection, was Ordered admitted. State's exhibit #6 was identified as a Clee cell phone. 
State's exhibit #17 and #18 were each identified as photographs of separate packages of 
methamphetamine in a glove compartment and State's exhibit #2 was identified as a 
photograph of several packages of methamphetamine and a cell phone. Mr. Wolff moved for 
admission of State's exhibits #2, #17 and #18, Ms. Edwards indicated the defense had no 
objection as long as #17 and #18 were admitted only as being photograph of 
methamphetamine. Exhibits #2, #17 and #18 were Ordered admitted. The witness was cross-
examined. 
The State's ninth witness, BRADLEY D. WILLIAMS, was called, sworn by the clerk and 
direct-examined. State's exhibit #9 was identified as a photograph of a Certificate of Title for a 
1995 GMC Yukon, was offered and there being no objection was Ordered admitted. State's 
exhibit #19 was identified as a photograph of package #1 on a scale, State's exhibit #20 was 
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identified as a photograph of the field test of package #1, State's exhibit #21 was identified as a 
photograph of package #2 on a scale, State's exhibit #22 was identified as field test of package 
#2, exhibit #23 was identified as a photograph of package #3 on a scaie, State's exhibit #24 
and #25 were identified as a photograph of a field test of package #3, State's exhibit #26 was 
identified as a photograph of a cutting agent and State's exhibit #28 was identified as an 
envelope containing five (5) different packages of methamphetamine. Mr. Wolff moved for 
admission of State's exhibits #19 through #26, Ms. Edwards objected with regards to foundation 
and presented argument in support of the objection. 
The Court indicated it would allow the State to lay additional foundation. Direct-
examination continued and Mr. Wolff moved to admit those same exhibits again and there being 
no objection, the Court Ordered exhibits #19 through #25 admitted. 
The State's tenth witness, CORINA OWSLEY, was called, sworn by the clerk and direct-
examined. Mr. Wolff moved for admission of State's exhibit #1 and there being no objection, 
was Ordered admitted. 
The State's eleventh witness, NIKA LARSEN, was called, sworn by the clerk and direct-
examined. Mr. Wolff moved for admission of State's exhibit #28 and there being no objection, 
was Ordered admitted. 
The Court recessed at 11 :09 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :27 a.m. with all parties present. 
Outside the presence of the jury the Court noted it had been advised that the State 
intended to rest and the defense had a motion to make. 
Mr. Wolff advised the Court that the State would move to admit exhibit #26 before 
resting, Ms. Edwards indicated the defense had no objection and the Court so Ordered. 
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The Court instructed defense counsel to proceed with their motion. 
Ms. Edwards presented argument to the Court in support of a motion for judgment of 
acquittal. 
Mr. Wolff responded with argument in opposition to the motion. 
The Court expressed opinions and denied the Rule 29 motion for judgment of acquittal. 
The Court indicated it wanted to address the issue of how the defendant intended to 
proceed. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court that she spoke with the defendant and they have chosen 
not to present any witnesses and not to have the defendant testify. 
The Court advised the defendant that he had the constitutional right to take the witness 
stand, or refrain from doing so and the defendant indicated he understood. The Court examined 
the defendant and determined he had discussed this issue with his attorney, he did not want to 
take the witness stand and would maintain his right of silence. 
The Court recessed at 11 :35 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 11 :36 a.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
Mr. Wolff moved for admission of State's exhibit #26 and there being no objection, the 
Court so Ordered. 
Mr. Wolff advised the Court that the State rested. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court that the defense rested. 
The Court admonished the jury regarding their conduce and excused them for the lunch 
hour at 11 :39 a.m. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court advised counsel it would attempt to have final 
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jury instructions to them by 12: 15 p.m. 
The Court recessed for the lunch hour at 11 :40 a.m. 
The Court reconvened at 1 :18 p.m. with all parties present. 
Outside the presence of the jury, the Court noted it had caused to be delivered to 
counsel proposed instructions #9 through #24 and a proposed Verdict Form. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, each of counsel indicated they had no objections to 
the Verdict form, or to the proposed Jury Instructions. 
The Court recessed at 1:19 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 1 :28 p.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
The jury was advised of the law applicable in this case by the Court. 
Mr. Wolff presented closing argument to the jury. 
Ms. Edwards presented closing argument to the jury. 
Ms. Wolff presented final closing argument. 
Oath to the Bailiff was administered by the clerk at 2:16 p.m. 
Upon instruction of the Court, jurors #470 and #346 were randomly drawn by the 
clerk to act as the alternate jurors. 
The jury retired to deliberate its verdict in the charge of the Bailiff at 2: 18 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 3:58 p.m. with all parties present. The jury was present and 
properly seated. 
The Court inquired of the jury if they had reached a verdict and the following verdict was 
delivered to the Court by the Bailiff and read by the clerk: 
COURT MINUTE 
December 7, 2011 
Page 5 
000074 
Title of court and cause 
VERDICT FORM 
We, the Jury unanimously find the Defendant, MARTIN CARDENAS CARADOZA as 
to the charge of Aid and Abet Trafficking in Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine: 
GUILTY 
Dated this ih day of December, 2011. 
#424 
Presiding Juror 
The Court read an exiting instruction to the jury and the jury was excused from these 
proceedings at 4:02 p.m. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Edwards indicated she had not discussed with 
her client with regards to Presentence Investigation Report and requested a short recess to 
do so. 
The Court recessed at 4:04 p.m. 
The Court reconvened at 4:15 p.m. and Ms. Edwards advised the Court that the 
defendant would like to participate in a Presentence Report. 
The Court Ordered a Presentence Investigation Report and set this matter for 
sentencing March 19, 2012 at 1 :30 p.m. 
The Court advised counsel that the State would be expected to proceed with the 
restitution issue at the time of sentencing. 
Mr. Wolff made inquiry as to whether the Court was going to order a 19-2524 
evaluation. 
The Court indicated it did not believe that would serve a purpose with the mandatory 
COURT MINUTE 




The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff pending 
further proceedings, or posting of bond. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. I ---
Now that you have been sworn as jurors to try this case, I want to go over 
with you what will be happening. I will describe how the trial will be conducted 
and what we will be doing. At the end of the trial, I will give you more detailed 
guidance on how you are to reach your decision. 
Because the state has the burden of proof, it goes first. After the state's 
opening statement, the defense may make an opening statement, or may wait until 
the state has presented its case. 
The state will offer evidence that it says will support the charge against the 
defendant. The defense may then present evidence, but is not required to do so. If 
the defense does present evidence, the state may then present rebuttal evidence. 
This is evidence offered to answer the defense's evidence. 
After you have heard all the evidence, I will give you additional instructions 
on the law. After you have heard the instructions, the state and the defense will 
each be given time for closing arguments. In their closing arguments, they will 
summarize the evidence to help you understand how it relates to the law. Just as 
the opening statements are not evidence, neither are the closing arguments. After 
the closing arguments, you will leave the courtroom together to make your 
decision. During your deliberations, you will have with you my instructions, the 
exhibits admitted into evidence and any notes taken by you in court. 
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INSTRUCTIONNO. J_ 
This criminal case has been brought by the state of Idaho. I will sometimes 
refer to the state as the prosecution. The state is represented at this trial by Canyon 
County deputy prosecuting attorney, Gearld Wolff. The defendant, MARTIN 
CARDENAS CARDOZA, is represented by his lawyer, Kathy Edwards. 
The defendant is charged by the state of Idaho with a violation of the law. 
The charge is contained in a document called an Indictment. The clerk shall read 
the Indictment and state the defendant's plea to the charge. 
·The Indictment is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 
0000'79 
INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
Under our law and system of justice, the defendant is presumed to be 
innocent. The presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the state has the burden of proving the defendant guilty. The state has 
that burden throughout the trial. The defendant is never required to prove his 
innocence, nor does the defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the state must prove the alleged crimes beyond a reasonable doubt. 
A reasonable doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. It is a doubt based 
on reason and common sense. It may arise from a careful and impartial 
consideration of all the evidence, or from lack of evidence. If after considering all 
the evidence you have a reasonable doubt about the defendant's guilt, you must 
find the defendant not guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. l/ 
----'----
Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my 
instructions to those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In so doing, you 
must follow my instructions regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or 
should be, or what either side may state the law to be. You must consider them as 
a whole, not picking out one and disregarding others. The order in which the 
instructions are given has no significance as to their relative importance. The law 
requires that your decision be made solely upon the evidence before you. Neither 
sympathy nor prejudice should influence you in your deliberations. Faithful 
performance by you of these duties is vital to the administration of justice. 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in 
this trial. This evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits 
offered and received, and any stipulated or admitted facts. The production of 
evidence in court is governed by rules of law. At times during the trial, an 
objection may be made to a question asked a witness, or to a witness' answer, or to 
an exhibit. This simply means that I am being asked to decide a particular rule of 
law. Arguments on the admissibility of evidence are designed to aid the Court and 
are not to be considered by you nor affect your deliberations. If I sustain an 
objection to a question or to an exhibit, the witness may not answer the question or 
the exhibit may not be considered. Do not attempt to guess what the answer might 
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have been or what the exhibit might have shown. Similarly, if I tell you not to 
consider a particular statement or exhibit you should put it out of your mind, and 
not refer to it or rely on it in your later deliberations. 
During the trial I may have to talk with the parties about the rules oflaw 
which should apply in this case. Sometimes we will talk here at the bench. At 
other times I will excuse you from the courtroom so that you can be comfortable 
while we work out any problems. You are not to speculate about any such 
discussions. They are necessary from time to time and help the trial run more 
smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," 
"direct evidence" and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. 
You are to consider all the evidence admitted in this trial. 
However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the 
sole judges of the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what 
weight you attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You 
bring with you to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your 
lives. In your everyday affairs you determine for yourselves whom you believe, 
what you believe, and how much weight you attach to what you are told. The 
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same considerations that you use in your everyday dealings in making these 
decisions are the considerations which you should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not make your decision simply because 
more witnesses may have testified one way than the other. Your role is to think 
about the testimony of each witness you heard and decide how much you believe 
of what the witness had to say. 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give an 
opinion on that matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you 
should consider the qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons 
given for the opinion. You are not bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if 
any, to which you deem it entitled. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. s 
If during the trial I may say or do anything which suggests to you that I am 
inclined to favor the claims or position of any party, you will not permit yourself to 
be influenced by any such suggestion. I will not express nor intend to express, nor 
will I intend to intimate, any opinion as to which witnesses are or are not worthy of 
belief; what facts are or are not established; or what inferences should be drawn 
from the evidence. If any expression of mine seems to indicate an opinion relating 
to any of these matters, I instruct you to disregard it. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 0 --=--
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That 
subject must not in any way affect your verdict. If you find the defendant guilty, it 
will be my duty to determine the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 7 
If you wish, you may take notes to help you remember what witnesses said. 
If you do take notes, please keep them to yourself until you and your fellow jurors 
go to the jury room to decide the case. You should not let note-taking distract you 
so that you do not hear other answers by witnesses. When you leave at night, 
please leave your notes in the jury room. 
If you do not take notes, you should rely on your own memory of what was 
said and not be overly influenced by the notes of other jurors. In addition, you 
cannot assign to one person the duty of taking notes for all of you. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 8 
It is important that as jurors and officers of this court you obey the following 
instructions at any time you leave the jury box, whether it be for recesses of the 
court during the day or when you leave the courtroom to go home at night. 
Do not discuss this case during the trial with anyone, including any of the 
attorneys, parties, witnesses, your friends, or members of your family. "No 
discussion" also means no emailing, text messaging, tweeting, blogging, posting to 
electronic bulletin boards, and any other form of communication, electronic or 
otherwise. 
Do not discuss this case with other jurors until you begin your deliberations 
at the end of the trial. Do not attempt to decide the case until you begin your 
deliberations. 
I will give you some form of this instruction every time we take a break. I 
do that not to insult you or because I don't think you are paying attention, but 
because experience has shown this is one of the hardest instructions for jurors to 
follow. I know of no other situation in our culture where we ask strangers to sit 
together watching and listening to something, then go into a little room together 
and not talk about the one thing they have in common: what they just watched 
together. 
There are at least two reasons for this rule. The first is to help you keep an 
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open mind. When you talk about things, you start to make decisions about them 
and it is extremely important that you not make any decisions about this case until 
you have heard all the evidence and all the rules for making your decisions, and 
you won't have that until the very end of the trial. The second reason for the rule is 
that we want all of you working together on this decision when you deliberate. If 
you have conversations in groups of two or three during the trial, you won't 
remember to repeat all of your thoughts and observations for the rest of your 
fellow jurors when you deliberate at the end of the trial. 
Ignore any attempted improper communication. If any person tries to talk to 
you about this case, tell that person that you cannot discuss the case because you 
are a Juror. If that person persists, simply walk away and report the incident to the 
bailiff. 
Do not make any independent personal investigations into any facts or 
locations connected with this case. Do not look up any information from any 
source, including the Internet. Do not communicate any private or special 
knowledge about any of the facts of this case to your fellow jurors. Do not read or 
listen to any news reports about this case or about anyone involved in this case, 
whether those reports are in newspapers or the Internet, or on radio or television. 
In our daily lives we may be used to looking for information on-line and to 
"Google" something as a matter of routine. Also, in a trial it can be very tempting 
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for jurors to do their own research to make sure they are making the correct 
decision. You must resist that temptation for our system of justice to work as it 
should. I specifically instruct that you must decide the case only on the evidence 
received here in court. If you communicate with anyone about the case or do 
outside research during the trial it could cause us to have to start the trial over with 
new jurors and you could be held in contempt of court. 
While you are actually deliberating in the jury room, the bailiff will 
confiscate all cell phones and other means of electronic communications. Should 
you need to communicate with me or anyone else during the deliberations, please 
notify the bailiff. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. --
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct 
you as to the law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow 
some and ignore others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for 
some of the rules, you are bound to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law 
different from any I tell you, it is my instruction that you must follow. 
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INSTRUCTION NO.__)]_ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Aid and Abet Trafficking in 
Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, the state must prove: 
1. On or about May 12, 2011 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant, Martin Cardenas Cardoza, did aid, abet, assist, facilitate 
or encourage another to possess or deliver methamphetamine and/or 
amphetamine, 
4. the defendant knew it was methamphetamine and/or amphetamine, and 
5. the methanmphetamine and/or amphetamine which was possessed or 
delivered was at least four hundred ( 400) grams or more of 
methamphetamine and/or amphetamine or any mixture or substance 
containing a detectable amount of methamphetamine and/or 
amphetamine. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you 
must find the defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt, then you must find the defendant guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _lL 
A person has possession of something if the person knows of its presence 
and has physical control of it, or has the power and intention to control it. More 
than one person can be in possession of something if each knows of its presence 
and has the power and intention to control it. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. lcl 
The term "deliver" means the transfer or attempted transfer, either directly or 
indirectly, from one person to another. 
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INSTRUCTION No.H 
Under Idaho law, methamphetamine and amphetamine are controlled 
substances. 
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f L[ INSTRUCTION NO. --'---+---
The law makes no distinction between a person who directly participates in 
the acts constituting a crime and a person who, either before or during its 
commission, intentionally aids, assists, facilitates, promotes, encourages, counsels, 
solicits, invites, helps or hires another to commit a crime with intent to promote or 
assist in its commission. Both can be found guilty of the crime. Mere presence at, 
acquiescence in, or silent consent to, the planning or commission of a crime is not 
in the absence of a duty to act sufficient to make one an accomplice. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. { S 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation 
of act and intent. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _LiL 
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain 
date. If you find the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was 
committed on that precise date. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. I 1 
A defendant in a criminal trial has a constitutional right not to be compelled 
to testify. The decision whether to testify is left to the defendant, acting with the 
advice and assistance of the defendant's lawyer. You must not draw any inference 
of guilt from the fact that the defendant does not testify, nor should this fact be 
discussed by you or enter into your deliberations in any way. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. _Jj_ 
Evidence has been introduced for the purpose of showing that the defendant 
committed crimes or wrongs or acts other than that for which the defendant is on 
trial. 
Such evidence, if believed, is not to be considered by you to prove the 
defendant's character or that the defendant has a disposition to commit crimes. 
Such evidence may be considered by you only for the limited purpose of 
proving the defendant's intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of 
mistake or accident. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ( 9 
For the defendant to be guilty of Aid and Abet Trafficking in 
Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, the state must prove the defendant had a 
particular intent. Evidence was offered that at the time of the alleged offense the 
defendant was ignorant of certain facts. You should consider such evidence in 
determining whether the defendant had the required intent. 
If from all the evidence you have a reasonable doubt whether the defendant 
had such intent, you must find the defendant not guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. d--O 
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to 
apply those facts to the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from 
all the evidence presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. 
What they say in their opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is 
included to help you interpret the evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you 
remember them differ from the way the lawyers have stated them, follow your 
memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or which you have been 
instructed to disregard; anything you may have seen or heard when the court was 
not in session. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. .) \ 
I have outlined for you the rules of law applicable to this case and have told 
you of some of the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to 
determine the facts. In a few minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to 
you, and then you will retire to the jury room for your deliberations. 
The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not evidence. If you 
remember the facts differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you 
should base your decision on what you remember. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of your deliberations are 
important. It is rarely productive at the outset for you to make an emphatic 
expression of your opinion on the case or to state how you intend to vote. When 
you do that at the beginning, your sense of pride may be aroused, and you may 
hesitate to change your position even if shown that it is wrong. Remember that 
you are not partisans or advocates, but are judges. For you, as for me, there can be 
no triumph except in the ascertainment and declaration of the truth. 
As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another and to deliberate 
before making your individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss among 
yourselves all of the evidence you have seen and heard in this courtroom about this 
case, together with the law that relates to this case as contained in these 
instructions. 
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During your deliberations, you each have a right to re-examine your own 
views and change your opinion. You should only do so if you are convinced by fair 
and honest discussion that your original opinion was incorrect based upon the 
evidence the jury saw and heard during the trial and the law as given you in these 
instructions. 
Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with 
the objective of reaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing your 
individual judgment. Each of you must decide this case for yourself; but you 
should do so only after a discussion and consideration of the case with your fellow 
JUrors. 
However, none of you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight 
or effect of evidence or as to the innocence or guilt of the defendant because the 
majority of the jury feels otherwise or for the purpose of returning a unanimous 
verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ~ 
You have been instructed as to all the rules of law that may be necessary for 
you to reach a verdict. Whether some of the instructions apply will depend upon 
your determination of the facts. You will disregard any instruction which applies 
to a state of facts which you determine does not exist. You must not conclude 
from the fact that an instruction has been given that the Court is expressing any 
opinion as to the facts. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. B 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. 
They are part of the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them 
or mark on them in any way. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific 
instructions. There may or may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. 
If there is, you should not concern yourselves about such gap. 
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INSTRUCTION No.4 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you as a presiding juror, who 
will preside over your deliberations. It is that person's duty to see that discussion is 
orderly; that the issues submitted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed; 
and that every juror has a chance to express himself or herself upon each question. 
In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. When you all arrive at a 
verdict, the presiding juror will sign it and you will return it into open court. 
Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by 
compromise. 
You are not to reveal to me or anyone else how the jury stands until you 
have reached a verdict or unless you are instructed by me to do so. 
A verdict form suitable to any conclusion you may reach will be submitted 
to you with these instructions. 
DEC 0 7 201i 
DATED This ____ day of _____ , 2011. 
000106 
_F _ _,,_~ "f ~u11 9M. 
j DEC 0 7 2011 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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CASE NO. CR-2011-13216-C 
VERDICT FORM 
We, the Jury unanimously find the Defendant, MARTIN CARDENAS 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
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CASE NO. CRl 1-13216 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
ATTORNEY AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, KATHY J. EDWARDS ofEDWARDS LAW OFFICE, PLLC, and hereby 
moves this honorable Court for leave to withdraw as attorney for MARTIN CARDENAS 
CARDOZA, the above named Defendant. 
GROUNDS OF MOTION: 
1. That Defendant, MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, and affiant had made certain 
agreements regarding payment of attorney fees for representation in his case. 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS ATIORNEY AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 1 
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Ftom:Brooks Law Legal Suit 208 468 4030 01/1 12 11 : 08 #800 P.003/006 
2. That Defendant has defaulted on said agreement by failing to make scheduled 
payments. 
3. That a an original invoice has been provided to Defendant and his authorized agent 
for payment oflegal fees along with an overdue payment notice, with no response 
from Defendant regarding payment; and that Defendant's authorized agent for 
payment oflegal fees has refused to pay the outstanding amount due as invoiced. 
n 4. That the attorney/client relationship has deteriorated to the point that there is no 
communication between the parties or between counsel and Defendant's authorized 
agent for the payment oflegal fees. 
BASIS OF MOTION: This motion is based upon the pleadings and files in the above 
entitled matter, upon the affidavit filed concurrently herewith, and upon Idaho Rule of Criminal 
Procedure 44 .1. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will call up for hearing her Motion to 
Withdraw as Attorney of Record, before the above entitled Court in Caldwell, Canyon County, 
Idaho, on th~ 1 !!-day of ~ "'0"'0 , 2012, at the hour of J 0 ',)Ov..1"0r as 
soon thereafter as the parties may be heard. 
DATED this 11.'..h day ofJanuary, 2012. 
MOTION TO WITIIDRAW 
AS ATIORNEY AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
KATHYft{)ARDs 
Attorney for Defendant 
2 
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F;om:Brooks Law Legal Suite 208 468 4030 01 f 1 12 11 : 08 #800 P.0041006 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING: I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Notice of Hearing on Motion to Withdraw as Attorney was mailed, postage prepaid, to: 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
C/O CANYON COUNTY JAIL 
219NO. 12TH AVENUE 
n CALDWELL, ID 83605 
and the same was sent by facsimile transmission to: 
THE CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Facsimile#: (208) 454-7474 
this JL day of January, 2012. 
MOTIOO TO WITIIDRAW 
AS AITORNEY AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
~w-~~~-s-· ~~~ 





























IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: JANUARY 27, 2012 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216-C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (1044-1050)(1103-1105) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, 
Ms. Kathy Edwards. 
The Court called the case, reviewed prior proceedings, and noted this matter was 
set for hearing on defense counsel's motion to withdraw. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Wolff was unsure there was good cause to 
withdraw. 
Ms. Edwards presented argument in support of the motion. 
The Court examined the defendant regarding his finances. 
The defendant indicated he wanted to make a statement to the Court. 
COURT MINUTES 
JANUARY 27, 2012 Page 1 
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The Court passed this matter at 10:50 a.m. to allow the defendant to talk with Ms. 
Edwards. 
The Court recalled the case at 11 :03 p.m. with all parties present. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court the comments the defendant wished to tender to 
the Court were more related things the defendant believed Ms. Edward should or should 
not have done during her representation. She indicated she had advised the defendant 
to discuss those issues with another attorney. Further, those allegations could be 
ineffective counsel on appeal, therefore, those comments would not be appropriate at 
this hearing. She believed appointing the Public Defender would be very important. 
The Court agreed and appointed the Public Defender to represent the 
defendant in these proceedings and signed the order. 
Ms. Edwards advised the Court she would scan and e-mail her file to the Public 
Defender's officer and would also deliver to them the hard copy of the file. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 




Kathy J. Edwards 
EDWARDS LAW OFFICE 
23 9th A venue North 
P.O. Box 403 
Nampa, ID 83653 
Phone: (208) 465-5536 
Fax: (208) 468-4030 
ISB #5614 
Attorney For Defendant 
JAN 2 7 2012 
GANYQN COUNTY CL5RK 
9 PlAVNi. r.Jl!;~UiY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 











CASE NO. CRI 1-13216 
ORDER FOR WITHDRAWAL 
OF ATTORNEY 
IN THIS ACTION, the Motion of KATHY J. EDWARDS, of EDWARDS LAW 
OFFICE, PLLC, to withdraw as counsel for Defendant, MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
came regularly to be heard before this Court on the n day of ,j /} ""-IA #"\.er 
2012, and good and sufficient cause appearing therefor; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows: That KATHY J. EDWARDS of EDWARDS 
LAW OFFICE, PLLC, is permitted to withdraw as counsel herein for Defendant, MARTIN 
CARDENAS CARDOZA, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 44.1, and that such withdrawal is 
ORDER FOR WITHDRAW AL 
OF ATTORNEY 1 
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effective on the date hereof. 
DATED this ,!), 7 day of er,.____, 
ORDER FOR WITHDRAW AL 
OF ATTORNEY 2 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED I '.J 7 1- /d!J. AT \_ L 'Dlo4.M. 
CLERK JJ.F ~!STRICT COURT 
BY . h .. L !"- , Deputy 
"= 




Case No. c__fe,t { ~ L !5:J-L /.cc.-
) 
'--\,~ CMhg--- l 
~~~~~~~~~~~~---~~~~~~) 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appear.ing to 
be a proper case, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby is, appointed for 
/ 
;;;;HE MATIER IS SETFOR ;::J.h, &u11 ~. \. "\ . I.::;)_@_ l ~::'Jo 
before Judge ~ 
0 THEMATTERSHALLBESETFOR~~~...,...-"'==::...-~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Dated: __ /_·_;J_7_· '-~----
~Custody -- Bond$ ~ 1 VC::O ~ 
D Released: D O.R. · 
D on bond previously posted 
D to PreTrial Release 
Juvenile: D In Custody 
0 Released to 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--"'-' 
D No Contact Order entered. 
0 Cases consolidated. 
0 Discovery provided by State. 
~rpreterre~~ 
0 Additional charge of FT A. 
Original--Court File 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: March 19, 2012 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (1 :54-2:34) 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County, and the defendant was personally present with counsel, Mr. Lance 
Fuisting. Ms. Susan Evans, Certified Court Interpreter, was present to assist the 
defendant in this matter. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held in this matter and noted had received 
and reviewed the Presentence Investigation Report. The Court determined each of 
counsel and the defendant had reviewed a copy of the Presentence Report and Mr. 
Fuisting advised the Court of the factual corrections to be made to the same. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Wolff indicated the State was seeking 
restitution in the amount of $100.00 for lab expenses and restitution under 
COURT MINUTE 
March 19, 2012 
Page 1 
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l.C. 37-2732(K) in the amount of $1,500.00 for prosecution costs with regards to the trial 
and presented argument in support of that request. 
Mi. Fuisting submitted with regaid to the fornnsic testing, but objected to the 
restitution based on the cost of prosecution and presented argument to the Court. 
The Court discussed the issue with each of counsel, indicated it was not aware of 
any case law and it wasn't entirely clear in reading the statute whether the actual costs 
of a Prosecutor trying a case was considered an expense, or whether it was other 
expenses. 
The Court recessed at 2:08 p.m. to discuss the matter with counsel. 
The Court reconvened at 2:18 p.m. and advised the parties the Court would 
proceed with sentencing today and would require briefing on the issue of restitution in 
relation to prosecuting costs. The Court granted the State fourteen (14) days in which 
to file a brief, the defense could respond within fourteen (14) days and the Court would 
make a decision on May 4, 2012 at 9:00 a.m. 
Mr. Wolff made statements to the Court regarding the defendant and 
recommended a sentence of fifteen (15) years fixed and fifteen (15) years 
indeterminate. 
Mr. Fuisting made statements to the Court on behalf of the defendant and 
requested the Court impose a sentence of ten (10) years fixed and five (5) years 
indeterminate. 
The defendant made a statement to the Court on his own behalf. 
COURT MINUTE 
March 19, 2012 
Page 2 
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There being no legal cause why sentence and judgment should not be 
pronounced, the Court entered a conviction for the offense of Aid and Abet Trafficking in 
Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine and imposed a sentence of twenty (20) years 
with the Idaho State Board of Correction, twelve (12) years fixed and eight (8) years 
indeterminate. The Court imposed court costs and fees, a fine in the amount of 
$25,000.00 and restitution to Idaho State Police in the amount of $100.00 
for the expense of testing the substance. 
The Court advised the defendant if he was convicted of any trafficking offense in 
the future in the State of Idaho, he would be subject to a mandatory minimum twenty 
(20) years imprisonment and a mandatory minimum fine of $50,000.00. 
The Court advised the defendant that he had the right to appeal the sentence in 
writing within forty two (42) days and the right to Court appointed counsel if he could not 
afford an attorney. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending transport to the Idaho State Board of Correction. 
Mr. Wolff returned the State's copy of the Presentence Investigation Report and 
Mr. Fuisting retained his copy subject to the rules of confidentiality. 
COURT MINUTE 
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Charge: '» J /Lu£{ ; de (_>i <;2'. b1 
\J 
'-'hf£ fhai~phe f-a_1~tv __________________ ) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thatthe above-named Defendant, having been found guilty as charged, be 
committed to the custody of the Sheriff of Canyon County, Idaho and that this Order of Commitment shall 
serve as authority for continued custody. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall serve: 
0 _______ day(s). o _______ month(s). o ______ year(s). 
o as previously Ordered on the Judgment dated _________________ _ 
~credit for 'T DO day(s) served. 
i,,fYCfeterminate I ~ ¥.O./l o . u:;rlndeterminate Z' t:;jft'l o.../ . o retained jurisdiction. 
o work search/work-out privileges granted from __________________ to 
o upon written verification. o as authorized by the Sheriff of Canyon County. 
o Sheriffs Work Detail: ____ days in lieu of ____ days jail to be completed by __ _ 
---------------------------------· If the 
Defendant fails to report to the jail as ordered or at a time agreed upon with the jail, or fails to satisfactorily 
perform the Defendant's obligations with the Sheriff Inmate Labor Detail, then the Sheriff is ordered and 
directed to place the Defendant in custody to serve the Defendant's jail time that has not been suspended. 
o Other: ------------------------------
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall report to the Canyon County 
Sheriff on or before ___________ -;-----..+--...,___ _________ _ 
Dated: __ .3-1/_1_c_1 -+/ ..... 1 ..... d.. ___ _ 
I 
s/Jail ~Defendant 
COMMITMENT 0001.1.9 3/02 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 63 9-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CANYON COUNTY CL!flK 
m HATPIE!LO, OEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
SENTENCE PURSUANT TO IDAHO 
CRIMINAL RULE 35 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, Martin Cardenas Cardoza, by and through 
his Attorney of Record, the Canyon County Public Defender's Office, Lance Fuisting, handling 
attorney, and hereby moves this Honorable Court, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule (I.C.R.) 35, 
for reconsideration of sentence entered on March 19, 2012. 
Defendant was sentenced to a fixed term of twelve (12) years in the Idaho State 
Penitentiary with another eight (8) years indeterminate. Mr. Cardoza respectfully requests, upon 
a hearing or upon this motion, that this Honorable Court further consider the information 
provided at Sentencing and contained in the Pre Sentence Investigation to reconsider the 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
SENTENCEPURSUANTTOIDAHO 
CRIMINAL RULE 35 
l 
0001.20 
sentence originally imposed. In addition, Mr. Cardoza, respectfully requests this Honorable 
Court to reconsider the calculation of credit for time served. 
DATED, this 20tl1 day of March, 2012, ~ 
Lance fusting 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
SENTENCEPURSUANTTOIDAHO 
CRIMINAL RULE 35 
2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the 20th day of March, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of the within 
Motion to Reconsider Sentence Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 upon the individual(s) names below 
in the manner noted: 
• By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
SENTENCE PURSUANT TO IDAHO 
CRIMINAL RULE 35 
Lance Fuisting 
Attorney for the Defendant 
3 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys.for Defendant 
F I ~D 
---M-~·;rzrM 
CANYON COUNTY CL!f1U< 
B HATPil?LO, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT 
1. This matter was heard in the Third Judicial District, in and for the County of 
Canyon by District Court Judge Renae J. Hoff. 
2. Maiiin Cardenas Cardoza, by and through his attomey(s) of record, Lance 
Fuisting the Canyon County Public Defender, hereby appeals the Judgment of Conviction 
and Commitment that has yet to be finally entered in this matter. 
3. The issues on appeal include, but are not limited to: 
A. Whether the Court's sentence was excessive based on the facts and 
circumstances in this matter? 
B. The Court went beyond the recommendations of the State. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 1 000123 
4. Appellant has the right to appeal all final judgments of convictions m 
criminal proceedings pursuant to Rule 1 l(c)(l) of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
S. Appellant requests· a transcript of the following hearings in this matter: 
A. Jury Trial held on December 6, 2011. 
6. Appellant requests a copy of the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report, any 
documents attached to the Pre-Sentence Investigation repo1i, and any documents presented 
at the Sentencing Hearing be included in clerk's record. 
7. Because Appellant is in the custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections, 
Appellant requests that: 
A. Appellant be exempt from paying all required fees because he is 
indigent; and 
B. The State Appellant Public Defender be appointed to represent 
Appellant in this appeal. 
DATED this 20th day of March, 2012, 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Lance Fuistillg\ 
Attorney for Defendant 
20001.24 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 20th day of March, 2012, I served a true and con-ect copy of 
the within and foregoing Notice of Appeal upon the individual(s) named below in the manner 
noted: 
By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, or 
By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Bryan Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Carole Bull 
Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Ste.100 
Boise, ID 83703 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
3 0001.25 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Phone: (208) 639-4610 
Fax: (208) 639-4610 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys for the Petitioner 
CANYON COUNTY CU!AK 
Q HATPU!tO, OEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO,· 
Petitioner, 
V. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Respondent. 
CASE NO. CR- CR-2011-13216-C 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
COMES NOW, Martin Cardenas Cardoza, by and through the Canyon County Public 
Defender, hereby moves this Court for its order pursuant to Idaho Code § 19-867, for its 
order appointing the State Appellate Public Defender's Office to represent the appellant 
in all further appellate proceedings and allowing current counsel for the defendant to 
withdraw as counsel of record. This motion is brought on the grounds and for the 
reasons that the appellant is currently represented by the Canyon County Public 
Defender; the State Appellate Public Defender is authorized by statute to represent the 
defendant in all felony appellate proceedings; and it is in the interest of justice, for them 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER- Page 1 000126 
to do so in this case since the defendant is indigent, and any further proceedings on this 
case will be an appellate case. 
DATED this 20th day of March, 2012, 
Deputy Public Defender 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 20th day of March, 2012, I served a true and correct 
copy of the MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER upon the parties below as follows: 
Martin Cardoza Inmate #304 732 
Canyon County Detention Center 
219 W. 121h Ave. 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Ste.100 
Boise, ID 83703 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
LAWRENCE WASDEN 
P.O. BOX 83720 
BOISE, ID 83720-0010 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER - Page 2 
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dlt WE D P.M. BRYANF. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
MAR Z 7 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
O AiKlNSON, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
COMES NOW, GEARLD L. WOLFF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, on behalf of the State ofldaho, who objects to the 
Rule 35 Motion filed by the Defendant MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA herein, for the 
reasons that: 
1. The Defendant has provided no information relative to sentencing that was not 
previously supplied to the Court for consideration herein. 
2. No reason has been given to show that the sentence was illegal or unreasonable 
or unduly harsh when entered. 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
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3. The sentence imposed is consistent with the illegal conduct and activities of the 
Defendant. 
Oral argument and public hearing is requested on the Rule 35 Motion and this 
objection. 
DATED This) ]~y of March, 20 2. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the ~7rf--day of March, 
2012. 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 2 
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BRYANF. TAYLOR CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S HATFIELD. DEPUTY CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Martin Cardenas Cardoza, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2011-13216 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF 
PROSECUTION ON DRUG 
DISTRIBUTION CHARGE 
COMES NOW, GEARLD L. WOLFF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, on behalf of the State of Idaho, who files this 
Memorandum in Support of Restitution for Costs of Prosecution on a Drug Distribution Charge 
against the Defendant MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA. The State has previously supplied 
Affidavits in support of said restitution requests. 
Idaho Code Section 37-2732(k) provides the basis for an order ofrestitution in cases 
involving the distribution of CO:t;ltrolled substances. The statute provides that: 
Upon conviction of a felony or misdemeanor violation under this chapter or upon 
conviction of a felony pursuant to the "racketeering act," section 18-7804, Idaho Code, or 
the money laundering and illegal investment provisions of section 18-8201, Idaho Code, 
the court may order restitution for costs incurred by law enforcement agencies in 
investigating the violation. Law enforcement agencies shall include, but not be limited 
to, the Idaho state police, county and city law enforcement agencies, the office of the 
attorney general and county and city prosecuting attorney offices. Costs shall 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
DRUG DISTRIBUTION CASES 1 
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include, but not be limited to, those incurred for the purchase of evidence, travel and 
per diem for law enforcement officers and witnesses throughout the course of the 
investigation, hearings and trials, and any other investigative or prosecution expenses 
actually incurred, including regular salaries of employees. In the case of 
reimbursement to the Idaho state police, those moneys shall be paid to the Idaho state 
police for deposit into the drug and driving while under the influence enforcement 
donation fund created in section 5 7-816, Idaho Code. In the case ofreimbursement to the 
office of the attorney general, those moneys shall be paid to the general fund. A 
conviction for the purposes of this section means that the person has pled guilty or has 
been found guilty, notwithstanding the form of the judgment( s) or withheld judgment(s ). 
See, IDAHO CODE SECTION 37-2732(k) (2012)(emphasis added). 
In the present case, the Defendant Martin Cardenas Cardoza has been found guilty of 
Aiding and Abetting Trafficking in Methamphetamine in violation of Idaho Code Section 37-
2732B(a)(4) and 18-204. Thus, the Defendant has been convicted of a felony violation of the 
Uniform Controlled Substance Act chapter 37. The restitution provisions of Section 37-2732(k) 
are therefore in effect. 
The State has requested restitution for "costs of prosecution" in the amount of $1500.00 
and for "lab costs" in the amount of $100.00 in conjunction with the prosecution of this 
Defendant. The Idaho State Police, the investigating agency, is requesting "costs of 
investigation" in the amount of $6,413. 99 for investigator expenses. Under the restitution 
provision, each of the three agencies- the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, the 
Idaho State Police Forensic Laboratory and the Idaho State Police investigations division- are 
named as agencies authorized to seek restitution for expenses in investigating and prosecuting 
drug cases. The statute specifically identifies "costs" as including any investigative or 
prosecution expenses actually incurred, including regular salaries of employees. 
In State v .McCool, 139 Idaho 808, 87 P.3d 295 (Ct. App. 2003), the Idaho Court of 
Appeals determined that Section 37-2732(k) is broad in its scope: 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
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"In this appeal, the State advances no argument that the payments ordered by the 
court were authorized by§ 19-5304. Instead, the State suggests that another statute, LC. 
§ 37-2732(k), empowered the district court to order the payments. The State's position is 
correct insofar as it applies to the order to pay expenses of the prosecutor's office. Section 
37-2732(k) provides in part: 
(k) Upon conviction of a felony violation under this chapter [pertaining to 
controlled substances] ... the court may order restitution for costs incurred by law 
enforcement agencies in investigating the violation. Law enforcement agencies 
shall include, but not be limited to, the Idaho state police, county and city law 
enforcement agencies, the office of the attorney general and county and city 
prosecuting attorney offices. Costs shall include, but not be limited to, those 
incurred for the purchase of evidence, travel and per diem for law enforcement 
officers and witnesses throughout the course of the investigation, hearings and 
trials, and any other investigative or prosecution expenses actually incurred, 
including regular salaries of employees .... A conviction for the purposes of this 
section means that the person has pled guilty or has been found guilty, 
notwithstanding the form of the judgment(s) or withheldjudgment(s). 
The first sentence of this statute refers to costs incurred in investigating a 
violation, and the statute is most commonly applied through orders to reimburse public 
agencies for such expenses as unrecovered "buy money" used for undercover drug 
purchases, compensation paid to informants, the cost of laboratory analysis of evidence, 
and similar investigative expenses. Nevertheless, the statute specifically provides that 
reimbursable costs include "any other ... prosecution expenses actually incurred, 
including regular salaries of employees." That statutory language is broad enough to 
encompass prosecutorial expenses associated with drug court operations incurred before a 
judgment of conviction has been entered against the defendant. Therefore, that 
component of McCool's judgment and probation order compelling payment of restitution 
to the prosecutor's office was authorized by LC. § 37-2732(k)." 
See, McCool, 139 Idaho at 809, 87 P.3d at 296. If the statute is broad enough to provide 
for prosecution costs attendant to a prosecutors involvement with drug court activities 
concerning a Defendant's pre-sentence participation in a treatment program, then the statute is 
surely broad enough to encompass the prosecutor's actual prosecution of a Defendant through a 
jury trial and sentencing proceeding. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
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The Court of Appeals has also determined that the statute must be viewed as a whole, and 
the analysis begins with the literal words which are given their plain, usual and ordinary 
meaning, refusing to construe the plain and unambiguous statutory language. See, State v. 
Mosqueda, 150 Idaho 830, 252 P.3d 563 (Ct. APP. 2010). In Mosqueda, the Court of Appeals 
determined that "costs of investigation" as used in the statute has a specific meaning: 
"It is true that the first sentence of the statute refers to costs incurred in 
investigating a violation, but the statute provides for reimbursement for numerous costs 
that would not, in the everyday use of the term, be considered part of an "investigation." 
Viewing the statute as a whole, it specifically provides for reimbursement for any 
"investigative or prosecution costs actually incurred," with specific authorization for 
recovery of costs incurred at "hearings" and "trials." We conclude, as the district court 
did below, that a reasonable reading of the statute includes costs incurred for law 
enforcement employees' attendance at a restitution hearing. Therefore, that component of 
the order of restitution was authorized by I.C. § 37-2732 (k) and no error has been 
shown." 
Mosqueda, 150 Idaho at 834-35, 252 P.3d at 567-68. Thus, the plain reading of the 
statute given to it by the Idaho Court of Appeals supports the State's request for Prosecution 
costs attendant to the actual two day trial presented against this Defendant. 
In this case, the State has presented an Affidavit of costs listing a request for $750 per 
day of trial for two days of actual trial. The State has not specifically listed ALL costs attendant 
to the prosecution of this Defendant. The list of pleadings and proceedings required for this case 
include: 
1. Criminal Complaint for in-custody arraignments on Mayl3, 2011. 
2. Attendance at initial appearance before Magistrate George Southworth on May 13, 2011. 
3. Grand Jury proceeding on May 18, 2011 with District Judge Renae Hoff presiding. 
4. Initial appearance on Indictment before Magistrate Dayo Onanobosi on May 19, 2011. 
5. District Court arraignment on May 27, 2011 before District Judge Renae. 
6. Motion to Withdraw on August 26, 2011 before District Judge Renae Hoff. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
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7. Status Conference on September 26, 2011 before District Judge Renae Hoff. 
8. Continued Status Conference/Pretrial on November 4, 2011 before District Judge Renae 
Hoff. 
9. Continued Status Conference/Pretrial on November 18, 2011 before District Judge Renae 
Hoff. 
10. Jury trial for two days on December 6 and 7, 2011 with District Judge Renae Hoff. 
11. Motion to Withdraw on January 27, 2012 before District Judge Renae Hoff. 
12. Sentencing on March 19, 2012 before District Judge Renae Hoff. 
This list does not include the numerous telephone calls to Defense Attorneys Robert Tilley and 
Kathy Edwards, numerous meetings with law enforcement to review their investigative files and 
prepare discovery disclosures, the time spent preparing for Grand Jury presentation of evidence, 
the time spent compiling discovery and preparing all of the documents associated with the case 
or the time spent preparing for the presentation of evidence at trial. 
The undersigned represents that he is a paid public employee of Canyon County, Idaho 
on a yearly salary that is computed at the rate of $48.08 per hour, not including benefits. At that 
hourly rate, the $1500 requested for restitution would equate with approximately 31 hours of 
time in the entire prosecution of this case. The actual trial involved slightly more than 18 hours. 
The request made is reasonable and can be ordered under Section 37-2732(k). The request for 
restitution for law enforcement investigative expenses and for lab costs associated with this case 
are also governed by these same case and statutory precedents. The statute authorizing 
restitution for drug distribution offenses is, by its very terms, applicable to all three requests 
made by the State herein. The State respectfully requests that the Court grant the request and 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
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order the Defendant Martin Cardenas Cardoza to provide restitution to the people of Idaho for 
the costs of his prosecution. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on r about th~W':-day of 
-L.!!...~-=-=--'---' 2012. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attor 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF PROSECUTION ON 
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F I A.~ ~~q,u Q.M. 
MAR 2 9 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MAUND, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 






MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, AKA,) 
MARTINCARDOZO-CARADENAS, ) 
JOSE CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) 
JOSE CARDOZA CARDENAS, ) 
ISMAEL ALONZO-CARDOZA, ) 
ISMAEL ALONZO-CARDOZO, ) 
MARTIN CARDOZA CARDENAS, ) 
ISMAEL ALONZO-CARDOZO, ) 
ISMAEL ALONZO, ) 
SS# NONE ) 
D.0.8.-; ) - ) ) 
Defendant. ) 
~~~~~~~~~) 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
CASE # CR2011-13216*C 
On this 19th day of March, 2012, personally appeared Gearld L. Wolff, (Deputy) 
Prosecuting Attorney for the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, and the defendant, 
Martin Cardenas Cardoza, and the defendant's attorney Lance Fuisting, this being the 
time heretofore fixed for pronouncing judgment. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon the Verdict of the 
jury finding the defendant guilty of the offense of Aid and Abet Trafficking in 
Methapmhetamine and/or Amphetamine, a felony, as charged in the Superseding 
Indictment, in violation of Idaho Code Section 37-2732B(a)(4), 18-204, being committed 
on or about the 12th day of May, 2011; and the Court having asked the defendant 
whether there was any legal cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced, 
and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court, 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
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IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant be sentenced to the custody of the Idaho 
State Board of Corrections for a minimum period of confinement of twelve (12) years 
and a subsequent indeterminate period of confinement not to exceed eight (8) years, for 
a total aggregate term of twenty (20) years. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay court costs and fees 
totaling $265.50, a fine in the amount of $25,000.00 and restitution to the Idaho State 
Police in the amount of $100.00 for forensic services. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be given credit for three hundred 
thirteen (313) jail days of incarceration prior to the entry of judgment for this offense (or 
included offense) pursuant to Idaho Code Section 18-309. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant be committed to the custody of the Sheriff 
of Canyon County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho State Board 
of Corrections at the Idaho State Penitentiary or other facility within the State 
designated by the State Board of Corrections. 
IT IS ORDERED that the clerk deliver a certified copy of this Judgment and 
Commitment to the Director of the Idaho State Board of Correction or other qualified 
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 
DATED this _'Ji'_ day of March, 2012. 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 2 
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D "2{bf1 --1-.1vl, ~.k. E ci.M 
CA~iV.Flc.' - - .,. 
MAR 3 0 2012 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISl~~bWcouNTY CLERK 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF C~~ILLO, DC1'UTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 











CASE NO. CR-2011-13216-C 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
THIS MATTER having come before the Court pursuant to Defendant-Appellant's 
Motion for Appointment of State Appellate Public Defender, the Court having reviewed 
the pleadings on file and the motion; the Court being fully apprised in the matter and 
good cause appearing; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender, is 
withdrawn as counsel of record for the Defendant-Appellant and the State Appellate 
Public Defender is hereby appointed to represent the Defendant-Appellant, Martin 
Cardenas Cardoza, in the above entitled matters for appellate purposes. 
The appointment of the State Appellate Public Defender is for purposes of the 
appeal only. "\ r::f 
DATED this _JJ_ day of March, 2012. 
DI 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER - Pagf>OOl.38 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the IDY of March, 2012, I served a true and correct 
copy of the ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER upon the parties below as follows: 
~NYON COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
.......-'i 115 Albany Street t'\\? iCl \rYl I 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 ~0 1 lA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
)<?10 Arthur Street -'tf:M 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
X 1115 Albany Street ~ ~T 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Martin Cardoza Inmate #304732 
, ,Canyon County Jail 
/<219 W. 12
1
h Avenue - rnJI I 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
State Appellate Public Defender \ 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Ste.100 - rY"OI 
Boise, ID 83703 
LAWRENCE WASDEN 
Deputy Attorney General -
700 W. State Street 
P.O. BOX 83720 
BOISE, ID 83720-0010 
q<~ 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER - Page 2 
000'.139 
N rune -~ r-~-i' V\. Co..\ A v'\C..S Cc.." Jlo z. 4 WE D P.M. 
Wrist Band ID Number._....:'3:.....;.0_,tf~f.-'3::;_2...;,;;.__ ___ _ 
Pod 2.. Unit G, Cell or Bunk. _ _,.l""'"O __ 
Dale G. Haile Detention Center 
APR 0 4 2012 
QANYON QQYNTY cu:;;R1<: 
219 North 12th M eueH, ot;~UT¥ 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE ~ 1¥' J JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CaV\_v11v1 
{ 








CASE NO. cJL wtt ~-i3z1{o 
Plaintiff, 
vs. MOTION FOR REDUCTION 
OF SENTENCE 
COMES NOW, (nrune) /V\e.r-i.\/\ Cc.'«Jx,,._as. C.cJ .. ~Jbzs. , defendant in the above 
entitled action and requests the honorable court to reduce it's previous imposed sentence 
pursuant to !.C.R. 35. Support for this motion is predicated upon the following facts. 
I. The Defendant is currently incarcerated in the Canyon County Jail, pursuant to a 
lawful judgment of conviction(s) and sentencing of :I 'f{!c,c-5 + rs- •/ec,,rS. , for the 
f I 
crime(s) of '"""/-~.;...;..(1-l"""'"c.,.,.· ;·,.::;_0-+.,·---- -------------~----­....,, 
entered into on the 1 '1 day of lv\;::,-c. L" , 20 I L ; the honorable Judge _ 
t{ IAS kV presiding. 
f 
II. Here, the defendant proffers the following reasons for reconsideration of the original 
sentence imposed: TW ;;:~lio fo~s~ ar-e_ 9',tl., Gell~ ulp~.-i,.O 
b:xi ·fo /V1ex:-1'c.J1 ~...,:u 1111'\ Mf' x:-1c«) s-=ea !Iv Ski i<f'A ,t} l/i e b 
' I r 
llD ~J f: t \'e.S.Pfr -f.s. 
V r I 
MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE 1 
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III. Wherefore, defendant respectfully prays this hon le court to reduce the 
I . . h . I 
original sentence to a term not to exceed: j G .Yz yes. ; or mt e alternative, to grant 
such other relief as the court deems appropriate and just under the circumstances. 
Signature of Defendant J.!l - C, (__ )1~ {J ~bf SJ~~ 
Date 3,. zc:; - i L 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
. r a I, (name) jl.,1\orJ~;1 (C.rr!Jefrl"' s CcrcxbU... , do hereby certify and swear that a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE was 
served upon the State ofldaho, by placing said instrument in the Canyon County Jail mail 
system on this L day of Aor~I 
' 
as follows: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk o f the Magistrate Court 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
, 20lb_, postage prepaid and addressed 
Canyon County Prosecutor's Office 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
510 ARTHUR STREET 
CALDWELi ID 83J605 
DA TED This _k_ day of ___;AJ_1~n:..-' l_____ , 20l_L . 
MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE 2 
06/09/2005 
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i I = 0 
--:-~~7J7P.M. dlt 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
; HA1?1ELD, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2011-13216 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
COMES NOW, GEARLD L. WOLFF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, on behalf of the State of Idaho, who objects to the 
Rule 35 Motion filed by the Defendant MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA herein, for the 
reasons that: 
1. The Defendant has provided no information relative to sentencing that was not 
previously supplied to the Court for consideration herein. 
2. No reason has been given to show that the sentence was illegal or umeasonable 
or unduly harsh when entered. 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 
AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 
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3. The sentence imposed is fair under the facts of this case. The Defendant was 
guilty of bringing over two (2) pounds of methamphetamine to the Treasure Valley to distribute 
it as part of a money making scheme. 
Oral argument and public hearing is requested on the Rule 35 Motion and this 
objection. 
DATED This~ day of April, 2012. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their bas,ket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the (pr:JA- day of April, 
2012. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attar 
OBJECTION TO RULE 35 MOTION 




___ A.M. . P.M. 
APR 1 3 2012 .-
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B RAYNE, DEPUTY 
THE DISTR1CT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTR1CT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 













CASE NO. CR 201 l-13216*C 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF COUNSEL 
On April 4 TH, 2012, the Defendant filed a Pro Se Motion for Reduction of Sentence 
Pursuant to ICR 35 and on April 6rn, 2012 the State filed an objection to the motion. The Court 
reviewed the motion, the objection and the file. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Public Defender is to investigate the Motion for 
Reduction of Sentence, and if appropriate, file with the Court within forty-five (45) days an 
amended motion or supplement Defendant's motion. 




If nothing else is filed within forty-five (45) days from the date of this Order, this Court will 
decide the motion without further hearing or evidence. 
DATED: APR l;) 201Z 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER was forwarded to 
the following persons on this /2 of April, 2012. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Mark J. Mimura 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Idaho Department of Correction 
CENTRAL RECORDS 
1299 N. Orchard St., Ste. 110 
Boise, ID 83706 
Martin Cardenas Cardoza 
IDOC No. 102609 
I.S.C.I. Unit 15 
P.O. Box 14 
Boise, ID 83707 
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APR 2 O 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRI~~NANDEZ, DEPUTY 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, CASE NO CR2011-13216 
vs. ANOTHER RESTITUTION ORDER 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
Based upon the judgment and sentence in this case, and the expenses of the State on this 
matter, and pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(k). 
IT rs HEREBY ORDER That THE DEFENDANT, MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
pay SIX THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED THIRTEEN DOLLARS AND NINETY NINE 
CENTS ($6,413.99) in restitution to: 
IDAHO STATE POLICE 
INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES 
700 SOUTH STRATFORD DRIVE, SUITE 125 







It is FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to LC. Section 19-5305, forty-two ( 42) days 
after entry of this order, or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider this order, whichever occurs 
later, this order may be recorded as judgment and the victim( s) may execute as provided by law for 
civil judgments. 




DRUG REIMBURSEMENT REPORT 








As provided in Idaho Code 37-2732(k), we hereby ask the Court to order 
restitution for expenses incurred by the Idaho State Police. 
Monies ordered for restitution SHALL BE PAID TO the Idaho State Police 
Drug Enforcement Donation Account. (Idaho Code 57-816). 
Officers Involved Hr./Salary x No. of Hrs. = Total 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 1 $34.12 
CHRISTENSEN,JIM $34.12 2 $68.24 
KESSINGER, BRET $29.51 2 $59.02 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 2 $68.24 
CHRISTENSEN,JIM $34.12 1 $34.12 
MONTGOMERY,KAREN $22.17 1 $22.17 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 1 $34.12 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 1 $34.12 
MONTGOMERY,KAREN $22.17 1 $22.17 
GOFF,BOBBY $23.88 4 $95.52 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 2 $68.24 
CHRISTENSEN, JIM $34.12 4 $136.48 
JOHNSON,DANIELLE $14.27 2 $28.54 
BOONE, ROBERT $34.92 4 $139.68 
CABAONG, DESHAN L $25.15 4 $100.60 
CATLIN, JACK $39.51 4 $158.04 
CORTEZ, DAVID w $26.41 4 $105.64 
GOFF,BOBBY $23.88 4 $95.52 
Report Officer I Printed At 
!Page 1 2717/CHRISTENSEN,JIM 03/22/2012 09:35 of 5 
000147 
DRUG REIMBURSEMENT REPORT 







CABAONG, DESHAN L 
CATLIN, JACK 
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DRUG REIMBURSEMENT REPORT 
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DRUG REIMBURSEMENT REPORT 







Buy Monies Expended 
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DRUG REIMBURSEMENT REPORT 
IDAHO STATE POLICE 
M11000097 
Miscellaneous Expenses For: 
CLAN LAN CLEANUP $0.00 
CASH PAYMENT $0.00 
LAB EQUIPMENT $0.00 
LAB FEES $0.00 
LODGING/PER DIEM $0.00 
MILEAGE $0.00 
PEN REGISTER $0.00 
Total Misc. $0.00 
Total Personnel Total Buy Total C.I. Total Misc. Grand Total 
$6413.99 + $0.00 + $0.00 + $0.00 = $6413.99 
Other Agencies Involved: ______________________ _ 
Prepared By: __________ _ 
Date Prepared: ________ ~ 
Report Officer 
2717/CHRISTENSEN,JIM 
Approved By: __________ _ 
Contact Phone: __________ _ 
Printed At 
03/22/2012 09:35 Page 5 of 5 
0001.51. 
\L 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys for Defendant 
_F_,I A.k_g_g.M. 
APR 2 4 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S HILL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT 
1. This matter was heard in the Third Judicial District, in and for the County of 
Canyon by District Court Judge Renae J. Hoff. 
2. Martin Cardenas Cardoza, by and through his attorney(s) of record, Lance 
Fuisting the Canyon County Public Defender, hereby appeals the Judgment of Conviction 
and Commitment that has yet to be finally entered in this matter. 
3. The issues on appeal include, but are not limited to: 
A. Whether the Court's sentence was excessive based on the facts and 
circumstances in this matter? 
B. The Court went beyond the recommendations of the State. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
0001.52 
4. Appellant has the right to appeal all final judgments of convictions m 
criminal proceedings pursuant to Rule 11 ( c )( 1) of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
5. Appellant requests a standard reporter's transcript to include the following 
hearings in this matter: 
A. Jury Trial held on December 6, 2011. 
1. Jury selection 
2. Opening statements 
3. Closing arguments 
B. Sentencing held on March 19, 2012. 
6. Appellant requests a copy of the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report, any 
documents attached to the Pre-Sentence Investigation report, and any documents presented 
at the Sentencing Hearing be included in clerk's record. 
7. Because Appellant is in the custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections, 
Appellant requests that: 
A. Appellant be exempt from paying all required fees because he is 
indigent; and 
B. The State Appellant Public Defender be appointed to represent 
Appellant in this appeal. 
DATED this 20th day of March, 2012, 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
L 
Lance Fuisting 
Attorney for Defendant 
2 
000153 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 20th day of March, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of 
the within and foregoing Notice of Appeal upon the individual(s) named below in the manner 
noted: 
i:tJ' By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, or 
J By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Bryan Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Carole Bull 
Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Ste.100 
Boise, ID 83 703 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Lance Fuisting 




MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LANCE FUISTING 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 7791 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT 
1. This matter was heard in the Third Judicial District, in and for the County of 
Canyon by District Court Judge Renae J. Hoff. 
2. Martin Cardenas Cardoza, by and through his attomey(s) of record, Lance 
Fuisting the Canyon County Public Defender, hereby appeals the Judgment of Conviction 
and Commitment that has yet to be finally entered in this matter. 
3. The issues on appeal include, but are not limited to: 
A. Whether the Court's sentence was excessive based on the facts and 
circumstances in this matter? 
B. The Court went beyond the recommendations of the State. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 1 
0001.55 
4. Appellant has the right to appeal all final judgments of convictions m 
criminal proceedings pursuant to Rule 11 ( c )( 1) of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
5. Appellant requests a standard Reporter's transcript to include the following 
hearings in this matter: 
A. Jury Trial held on December 6, 2011 and December 7, 2011. 
1. Jury selection 
2. Opening statements 
3. Closing arguments 
4. Instructions as read into the record 
B. Sentencing held on March 19, 2012. 
6. Appellant requests a copy of the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report, any 
documents attached to the Pre-Sentence Investigation report, and any documents presented 
at the Sentencing Hearing be included in clerk's record. 
7. Because Appellant is in the custody of the Idaho Department of Corrections, 
Appellant requests that: 
A. Appellant be exempt from paying all required fees because he is 
indigent; and 
B. The State Appellant Public Defender be appointed to represent 
Appellant in this appeal. 
DATED this 27th day of April, 2012, 
Lancekd=~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 2 
000156 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 27th day of April, 2012, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing Notice of Appeal upon the individual(s) named below in the manner 
noted: 
ci By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, or 
csf' By hand delivering copies of the same to the office(s) of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Bryan Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Carole Bull 
Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Ste. I 00 
Boise, ID 83703 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Lance uisting 




CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Lance Fuisting 
APR 21 2012 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Fax: 639-4611 
ISB #7791 
Attorney for Defendant 
OANYON OOUNf¥ eb~M~ 
K GORDILLO, en~f>UTV 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216-C 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR 
RESTITUTION FOR PROSECUTION 
COSTS 
COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, Lance 
Fuisting, of the Canyon County Public Defender's Office and objects to the State's 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESTITUTION FOR COSTS OF 
PROSECUTION ON DRUG DISTRIBUTION CHARGE. 
FACTS 
The State ofldaho is seeking $1500.00 for the costs of prosecuting the Defendant 
in his criminal trial, based on their estimate that their attorney's fees to try the case equal 
approximately that amount. The Defendant objects herein to the claim and the amount. 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION 




I. THE STATUTE ONLY APPLIES TO "COSTS INCURRED ... IN 
INVESTIGATING THE VIOLATION." 
Idaho Code§ 37-2732(k) indicates that "the court may order restitution for costs 
incurred by law enforcement agencies in investigating the violation." The words 
"investigate" and "investigating" are not defined in the Uniform Controlled Substances 
Act. (See, Idaho Code§ 37-2701). Black's Law Dictionary defines the verb 
"investigate" as follows: 
"1. To inquire into (a matter) systematically; to make (a suspect) the subject of a 
criminal inquiry< the police investigated the suspect's involvement in the murder 
>. 2. To make an official inquiry <after the judge dismissed the case, the police 
refused to investigate further>." 
Black's Law Dictionary defines the word "trial" as being: 
"A formal judicial examination of evidence and determination oflegal claims in 
an adversary proceeding." 
Based upon these definitions, a "trial" does not include an "investigation," and 
presumably an investigation has concluded prior to the commencement of a trial. 
Therefore, because the State is seeking its costs of prosecuting the trial and the trial is not 
part of the investigation, there is no legal basis for the restitution to be awarded. 
While Idaho Code§ 37-2732(k) alludes to "county prosecuting attorney offices" 
as a "law enforcement agency," those offices often have actual "investigators"1 to whom 
this statute may apply. The issue before this Court does not apply to investigation. 
II. THE CASE LAW CITED BY THE STATE IS FACTUALLY 
DISTINGUISHABLE FROM THE FACTS OF OUR CASE 
1 In Canyon County, the Prosecuting Attorney's Office has two County-funded investigators, one grant-
funded investigator, plus the entire Sheriffs Office and the police forces of Caldwell and Nampa. The 
Public Defender's Office has no investigator. If the Public Defender requires investigative services on a 
case, the contracted firm is responsible for the first $60,000 dollars incurred to retairl an investigator. 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 2 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION 
FOR PROSECUTION COSTS 
0001-59 
The State has cited State v. McCool, 139 Idaho 808, 87 P.3d 295 (Ct. App. 2003) and 
State v. Mosqueda, 150 Idaho 830, 252 P.3d 563 (Ct. Appl 2010) to support its position. 
These cases are easily distinguishable because they do not involve a request for what are 
essentially attorney's fees for cost of trial for the prosecutor's office. 
In McCool, the Court of Appeals largely overturned the Koontenai County District 
Court in awarding costs of $630.00 incurred by a drug court treatment provider, but did 
uphold an award of $160.60 to the prosecuting attorneys office. The decision is 
somewhat unclear as to how that amount was determined. Nevertheless, it seems clear 
that costs were not attorney's fees for trial. 
Mosqueda addressed actual "investigative" costs, plus an additional penalty incurred 
by the costs to law enforcement agencies associated with having to attend a restitution 
hearing. Again, it did not apply to attorney's fees at trial. Because these cases are 
factually different from the issue before this court, they do not provide much guidance in 
this case. 
III. AWARDING THE STATE RESTITUTION FOR THE COSTS OF 
PROSECUTING A DRUG TRIAL CREATES ODD INCENTIVES NOT 
TO RESOLVE CASES. 
The precedent the State is asking this Court to set would create a large disincentive 
for the State to settle drug cases. If taking every drug case to trial became a "money-
maker" for the State, it would tend to be incentivized to do so, rather than make 
reasonable plea bargain offers. This could lead to a dramatic increase in the number of 
trials before the court, shifting costs to the courts and defendants. 
The State has argued that Judges routinely award "public defender reimbursement" in 
cases where an indigent client is appointed a public defender and that that amount is 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 3 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION 
FOR PROSECUTION COSTS 
000160 
•' 
increased the further a case goes through the judicial process. In requesting that the 
award at issue in our case go directly to the prosecuting attorney's office, the State fails 
to recognize that the "public defender reimbursement" awarded in cases does not go to 
the public defender. That money, along with other money, goes directly in to a County 
General Fund. From that fund, the County has budgeted somewhere between two and 
three times more for the prosecutor's office than for the public defender. 
IV. THE AWARD THE STATE SEEKS DISCOURAGES A DEFENDANT 
FROM EXERCISING HIS OR HER DUE PROCESS RIGHT TO 
TRIAL 
The State's request for attorney's fees creates an additional, unauthorized penalty 
for losing a drug trial. If this Court awards the restitution, that would be an additional 
penalty of which Mr. Cardoza was not advised, and would become a penalty available 
against all future drug defendants. Assuming those Defendants are fairly advised of the 
possible penalty, the State's request for restitution creates a disincentive to exercise the 
Due Process right to trial. It does not seem that the legislature contemplated that result 
when it created Idaho Code § 37-2732(k). 
CONCLUSION 
Because the text ofldaho Code§ 37-2732(k) applies only to the costs of 
"investing" a violation, because we are unaware of case law directly on point, because 
awarding the State's requests would create odd incentives for the State not to resolve 
cases, and because the State's request discourages Due Process, this Court should deny 
the State's request for the $1500.00 alleged to have been incurred by the Prosecutor in 
taking the case to trial. 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 4 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION 
FOR PROSECUTION COSTS 
000161 
DATED This 2-r-l;j,.day of April 'El, 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney, by placing said 
instrument in their basket at the Clerk's Office, 
on or about the '11th day of April, 2012. 
LAN~F~ 
Deputy Public Defender 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION 
FOR PROSECUTION COSTS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: RENAE J. HOFF DATE: June 18, 2012 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR2011-13216*C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, ) REPORTED BY: Carole Bull 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT3 (1 :33-1 :47) 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for restitution hearing in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was not personally present in court, but 
was represented by counsel, Mr. Lance Fuisting. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held, noted it had Ordered briefing on the 
motion for attorney fees, both sides submitted briefs and the Court had reviewed those. 
Mr. Wolff presented argument to the Court in support of the motion. 
Mr. Fuisting responded with argument in opposition to the motion. 
The announced Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and denied the request 
for prosecution costs. The Court indicated its comments and findings would stand for 
the record. The Court instructed Mr. Fuisting to prepare an order. 
COURT MINUTE 
June 18, 2012 Page 1 
000163 
Mr. Wolff advised the Court there was a secondary issue he raised in his brief 
with regards to the law enforcement officers costs. 
The Court indicated if the State submitted an order with regards to those costs 
the Court could execute that and if there were additional issues the defendant could 
notice up those costs. 
Mr. Fuisting indicated he thought there was another restitution order. 
The Court reviewed the file and determined on April 18, 2012 it had executed 
Another Restitution Order for $6,413.99 and that had an itemized number of hours and 
salaries of the officers. 
Mr. Fuisting advised the Court that he had not had an opportunity to discuss that 
restitution amount with the defendant. 
The Court noted that amount would stand unless he objected and requested a 
hearing. 
COURT MINUTE 




CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Lance Fuisting 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Fax: 639-4611 
ISB #7791 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STAl;'E OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
CASE NO. CR201 l-13216-C 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ORDER ON CONTESTED 
RESTITUTION 
MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, 
Defendant. 
After ~earing on June 18, 2012 on the State's initial proposed Restitution Order 
totaling One Thousand Six Hundred Dollars ($1600) and based upon the judgment and 
sentence in this case, and pursuant to Idaho Code§ 37-2732, IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that the Defendant, Martin Cardenas Cardoza, shall pay One Hundred 
Dollars ($100) in restitution to: 
IDAHO STATE POLICE 
FORENSIC SERVICES 
700 SOUTH STRATFORD DRIVE, SUITE 125 





(The parties have stipulated to this amount). 






The State's proposal for restitution for attorney's fees for the Canyon County 
Prosecutor's Office, pursuant to Idaho Code§ 37-2732(k), is hereby Denied because the 
plain language of the statute does not authorize restitution for such an expense. 
This Court's previous order in ANOTHER RESTITUTION ORDER, filed April 




CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVI 
I hereby certify that on the TI day June, 2012, I served a true and correct copy 
of the document above upon the following: 
By hand delivering copies of the same to the baskets of the same located on the 2nd 
floor of the Canyon County Courthouse: 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
~} Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
~ 1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
r---.._ ) Canyon County Public Defender 
\.._>\ 510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Jttm\t\CJ 







AUG. 1. 2012 2:59PM TTNY GEN CR!MDIV N0.182 P.2 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
PAUL R. PANTHER 
Deputy Attorney General 
Chief, Criminal Law Division 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
Idaho State Bar# 4051 
Deputy Attorney General 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-001 O 
(208) 334-4534 
~-IA.~.M 
AUG O 1 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K GORDILLO, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF lDAHO, IN AND FOR CANYON COUNTY 




) Case No. CR-2011-13216-C 
) 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 




TO: MARTIN CARDENAS CARDOZA, THE ABOVE-NAMED 
RESPONDENT, LANCE FUISTING, CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S 
OFFICE, 510 ARTHUR STREET, CALDWELL, IDAHO 83605 AND THE CLERK 
OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant, State of Idaho, appeals against the 
above-named respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the ORDER ON 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 1 
000:167 
AU\i. i. 1U1L 1:~9~M lU I IN Y Gt N CK l MO l V NO. 182 P. 3 
CONTESTED RESTITUTION 1 entered in the above--entitled action on the 25th 
day of June 2012, The Honorable Renae J. Hoff presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, 
and the judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable 
orders under and pursuantto Rule 11(c)(9), I.AR. 
3. Preliminary statement of the issue on appeal: Whether the district 
court erred when it held that an award of "attorney's fees" is not allowed under a 
statute allowing the State to recover as restitution the costs of prosecution. 
4. To undersigned's knowledge, no part of the record being requested 
has been sealed. 
5. The appellant requests the preparation of the following portions of 
the reporter's transcript: Hearing on the State's request for restitution held June 
18, 2012 (reporter Carole Bull, estimated number of pages: less than 100). 
6. Appellant requests, pursuant to Rule 28, 1.A.R, only a supplemental 
record to include motions, orders, affidavits and briefs filed in relation to the 
state's restitution motion not already included in the record in the pending appeal 
already filed in this case, Supreme Court Docket No. 39811. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal is being served on each 
reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the 
address set out below: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 2 
000168 
AUG. 1. 2012 3:00PM 
CAROLE BULL 
. Court Reporter 
TTNY GEN CRIMDIV 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
NO. 182 P. 4 
(b) That arrangements have been made with the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney who will be responsible for paying for the reporter's 
transcript; 
(c) That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee 
for the preparation of the record because the State of Idaho is the appellant 
(Idaho Code§ 31-3212); 
(d) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in 
a criminal case (I.AR. 23(a)(8)); 
(e) That service is being made upon all parties required to be 
served pursuant to Rule 20 1 I.AR. 
DATED this 1st day of August 201 
KENNETH K. JOR N 
Deputy Attorney Ge era 
Attorney for the Appellant 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 3 
000169 
AUG. 1. 2012 3:00~M NO. 182 P. 5 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 1st day of August 2012, caused a 
true and correct copy of the attached NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the 
United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
THE HONORABLE RENAE J. HOFF 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
GEARLD L. WOLFF 
Canyon County Prosecutors Office 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
LANCE FUISTING 
Canyon County Public Defender's Office 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
HAND DELIVERY 
MR. STEPHEN W. KENYON 
CLERK OF THE COURTS 
P.O. Box 83720 . 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
KKJ/pm 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 4 
000170 
}t[)zi! A.k E D P.M. 
AUG 1 4 2012 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
C ATKINSON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















CASE NO. CR 2011-13216*C 
ORDER DENYING CRIMINAL 
RULE35 
A Motion to Reduce Sentence Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 was filed on 
April 4rn, 2012 and an Objection to Rule 35 Motion was filed by the State on April 6rn, 
2012. 
The Court reviewed the ICR 35 motion, the objection, the judgment and commitment 
imposed on the 19TH of March, 2012, the presentence investigation report, and the file. The 
Court concludes that the sentence imposed upon the Defendant is not excessive after 
considering the statutory maximums and minimums and the serious nature of the charges, 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
FOR RULE 35 
000171 
Page 1 
Aid and Abet Trafficking in Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine in excess of more than 
two (2) pounds of methamphetamine. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant's motion for 
reduction of sentence is hereby, DENIED. 
DATED: AUG 1 0 2012 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order was 
forwarded by me to the following this 4 day of August, 2012. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Mark J. Mimura 
Canyon County Public Defender 
510 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Martin Cardenas Cardoza 
IDOC No. 102609 
I.C.C. Unit H 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Idaho State Board of Corrections 
Central Records 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0018 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
FOR RULE 35 Page 3 
000173 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 

















Case No. CR-11-13216*C 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify the following 
exhibits were used at the Jury Trial: 
State's Exhibits: 
1 Methamphetamine Admitted Retained 
2 Photograph Admitted Sent 
3 LPG cell phone Admitted Retained 
5 Sprint cell phone Admitted Retained 
8 2 Ziploc bags Admitted Retained 
9 Photograph Admitted Sent 
12-26 Photographs Admitted Sent 
28 Envelope with contents Admitted Retained 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
0001.74 
The following is also being sent as an exhibit as requested in the Notice of Appeal: 
Presentence Investigation Report 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this I I day 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in and for the County of Canyon. 
By: Deputy 
0001.75 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 











Case No. CR-11-13216*C 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 






I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing Record the above entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction 
as, and is a true, full correct Record of the pleadings and documents under Rule 28 of 
the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this I/ 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in and for the County of Canyon. 
By: Deputy 
000176 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTI OF CANYON 











Supreme Court No. 39811-2012 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 






I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or had delivered by United State's Mail, postage prepaid, one copy of the 
Clerk's Record to the attorney of record to each party as follows: 
Sara Thomas, State Appellate Public Defender, 3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, 
Ste. 100, Boise, Idaho 83703 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this___.'-"-_ day 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in and for the County of Canyon. 
By: Deputy 
000177 
